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Road-User and Property Taxes 
on Selected Motor Vehicles, 1956 


BY THE RESEARCH REPORTS BRANCH 


BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 


HE continued growth of the total economy 

could be retarded by lack of adequate 
highways. The key to adequate highways is, 
of course, money and since by far the largest 
part of revenues for highways is derived from 
road-user taxes, the road-user taxes of almost 
all jurisdictions are under study. The purpose 
of this article is to supply basic data on road- 
user taxes under existing legislation as of 
January 1, 1956, and to show to the extent 
practical the relation of road-user taxes to 
general property taxes; and in so doing, to 
give public authorities both direct measure- 
ment of the impact of the taxes on different 
vehicles, and to help in placing these taxes in 
perspective. This study is entirely objective 
and is not intended to indicate support for or 
opposition to any tax policy. 

Twice before, the Bureau of Public Roads 
has presented studies that had the limited 
objective of making it possible to compare the 
road-user taxes of each State with those of 
other States on similar vehicles and similar 
services.! The previous studies were exten- 
sively used by public authorities, legislatures, 
and highway-user groups as basic material in 
their efforts to find revenues to close the gap 
between the rapidly increasing need for high- 
ways and existing highway facilities. 

In the past 3 years, the number of vehicles 
has increased from 53 million to 63 million; 
and the States and Federal governments are 
resurveying highway needs and _ exploring 
sources of revenue to meet those needs. A 
great deal of study has been given to highway 
finance theories—ability to pay, the cost and 
value of the service, the incremental theory— 


1 Road-user and property taxes on selected motor vehicles, 1953, 
by Edwin M. Cope and Richard W. Meadows. PuvusBLic 
Roaps, vol. 27, No. 7, April 1953; also State road-user and 
personal-property taxes on selected motor vehicles, 1950, by R. 
W. Meadows and S. F. Bielak. Pustic Roaps, vol. 26, 
No. 2, June 1950. 
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Reported by EDWIN M. COPE, Chief 
Highway Statistics Section, 

and LAURENCE L. LISTON, 
Transportation Economist 


The inseparable link between highway improvement and economic growth has 
focused public attention upon the financing of highways needed to accompany 


this growth. 
from road-user taxes. 


The great bulk of revenue for highway improvement is derived 
The purpose of this article is to provide data that make 


it possible to compare the total direct State and personal-property taxes on the 


road-user, as well as the yields from the individual levies. 


The data permit 


direct measurement of existing taxes so that comparisons can be made between 
vehicles, between States, and between different services. 

This is done by showing the amounts of State road-user taxes and all direct 
personal-property taxes that would be paid in each State during one full year 
at rates in effect January 1, 1956, for each of 11 typical vehicles that represent 


significant points in the tax range. 


For vehicles operating under uniform assumed conditions, the imposts vary 
in total amounts paid annually from $30 for a pickup farm truck to $4,379 for a 


five-axle diesel combination. 
car is $62. 


The national average for a lightweight passenger 
The familiar three-axle combination, in private use, pays on the 


average $334 in registration fees, $461 in motor-fuel tax, and $157 in property tax. 


and to the portion of the cost of highways 
that should be attributed to defense. But for 
effective work in tax theory and application, 
there is need for measurement of the amounts 
already being collected under existing tax 
rates. In the search for revenue, full consider- 
ation must be given to the present burden of 
all direct taxes, including property taxes on 
the vehicle owner. 

The principal current State road-user reve- 
nues are derived from the gasoline tax and 
from registration fees on motor vehicles, but 
in some States a relatively low gasoline tax is 
accompanied by above-average registration 
fees, whereas in others, higher gasoline taxes 
are accompanied by low registration fees. In 
Georgia an automobile can be registered for 
$3 and the gasoline-tax rate is 6% cents; in 
New York State it costs five times as much to 
register the same automobile, but the gasoline 
tax is only 4 cents. The result is that road- 
user taxes are about the same on an auto- 
mobile in the two States, assuming average 


travel. 
\ \ 
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NO. If - 5-AXLE TRACTOR-SEMITRAILER AND FULL TRAILER 


As in previous efforts, it is the purpose of 
this study to provide data that make it pos- 
sible to compare the total direct State and 
personal-property taxes on the road-user, as 
well as the yields from the individual levies. 
Data presented here make possible direct 
measurement of existing taxes so that com- 
parisons can be made between vehicles, be- 
tween States, and between different services. 
This is done by showing the amounts of State 
road-user taxes and all direct personal-proper- 
ty taxes that would be paid in each State 
during one full year at rates in effect January 
1, 1956, for each of a group of vehicles that 
represent significant points in the tax range. 

This study is similar in many respects to 
the one published in 1953.2 Extensive bor- 
rowing from the previous study has facilitated 
the preparation of this article. The similarity 
in the method of presentation should be an 
advantage to those who have used the pge- 
vious material and will use the mafia 
presented here. 


2 See footnote 1. 
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It is emphasized that the principal purpose 
of this article is to present the tax rates on a 
selected group of vehicles, and to make pos- 
sible the comparison of the rates of one State 
with those of another. 

The methods used and assumptions made 
in deriving the values presented should be 
carefully studied in order to avoid misuse 
through misunderstanding. That any vehicle 
would pay the precise annual amounts shown 
in the tabulations and figures is improbable, 
and this is particularly true for the large com- 
mercial vehicles. Consideration was given to 
reporting tax rates on the basis of ton-miles or 
vehicle-miles. The decision to show annual 
tax rates for selected vehicles has the following 
advantages: Such rates are more readily 
understood by the interested layman; many 
of the taxes and fees are levied on an annual 
basis; and using the same assumptions, the 
relative positions of the States are the same 
on either an annual or a vehicle-mile basis. 

Previous studies evoked considerable dis- 
cussion, and the authors received criticisms 
and suggestions. Some readers considered 
the annual mileages assumed for various ve- 
hicles to be too low, and others considered the 
mileages to be too high. That these criticisms 
had some effect is evidenced by the fact that 
the annual mileages assumed for the largest 
vehicles in this study are lower than those in 
the 1953 study. 


Although there should be no difference be- 
tween the relative positions of the States when 
comparing their vehicle taxes on an annual 
basis or comparing them on a vehicle-mile 
basis, the annual mileage assumed for the pur- 
pose of making the comparison can be impor- 
tant. If the annual mileage assumed is too 
low, those States with relatively large license 
or other annual fees, but no mileage taxes, are 
placed in an unfavorable light in comparison 
with States that have lower annual fees but 
do impose mileage taxes. On the other hand, 
if the assumed mileages are too great the 
States with mileage taxes are placed in an 
unfavorable light when compared with those 
that depend principally upon high annual fees 
for the taxation of heavy vehicles. It should 
not be assumed that the rates of taxation pre- 
sented in this study are the actual amounts 
paid on any vehicle to a single State. 


Nevertheless, the relative comparisons re- 
main valid. The annual amount shown for 
each vehicle and each State is the amount 
that would be paid if all States had the same 
rate of tax as the State for which the data are 
presented, and if there were either complete 
reciprocity or proration of the registration 
fees, permanent fees, and similar imposts. 
Presentation of the tax data on a vehicle-mile 
basis would undoubtedly have lessened the 
possibility of the payments being misinter- 
preted, but it was felt that such procedure 
would greatly decrease the usefulness to legis- 
lative bodies, highway administrators, and the 
general public. 


The Typical Vehicles 


The bases for registering motor vehicles 
vary considerably among the States. As 


shown in table 1, the most common basis for 
registering passenger cars is the flat fee with 
no regard for other factors. Mississippi, in 
contrast, determines the levy by compounding 
a fixed fee and factors based on horsepower, 
gross weight, and vehicle age. The different 
bases for passenger-car registration are shown 
in figure 1, and those for trucks are given in 
figure 2. State gasoline-tax rates are repre- 
sented in figure 3, and the States in which 
motor vehicles are taxed as personal property 
are shown in figure 4. 

Eleven vehicles that are reasonably repre- 
sentative of the types and sizes that comprise 
the vehicle population were selected for the 
study: two passenger cars, four single-unit 
trucks, and five combinations. Their relative 
sizes and axle arrangements are shown in 
silhouette on page 37. Brief descriptions of 
the vehicles follow: 

PASSENGER Cars: 


No. 1.—A lightweight club coupe. 
No. 2.—A mediumweight sedan. 


SINGLE-Unir TrucKs: 


No. 3.—A pickup truck registered for 
4,800 pounds gross weight (com- 
monly called a ‘‘!4-ton’”’ truck). 

No. 4.—A stake truck registered for 


12,500 pounds gross weight (com- 
monly called a ‘‘1!4-ton”’ truck). 

No. 5.—A van registered for 19,000 

pounds gross weight (commonly 

called a ‘‘2%4-ton” truck). 

6.—A tandem-axle dump truck reg- 

istered for 40,000 pounds gross 

weight, of the type used in hauling 
coal, building materials, etc. 

CoMBINATIONS: 
No. 7.—A three-axle tractor-semitrailer 

registered for 40,000 pounds gross 
weight, chosen so that it falls 
within the maximum length and 
weight limits of all States. 

No. 8 —A four-axle tractor-semitrailer 
(tandem axles on the semitrailer), 
gasoline-powered, and registered 
for 50,000 pounds gross weight 
(No. 9 is the same vehicle, but 
with diesel power). 

No. 9.—A four-axle tractor-semitrailer 

(tandem axles on the semitrailer), 

diesel-powered, and registered for 

50,000 pounds gross weight (No. 

8 is the same vehicle, but with 

gasoline power). 

. 10.—A five-axle tractor-semitrailer 
(tandem axles on both units), 
diesel-powered, and registered for 
62,000 pounds gross weight. 

. 11—A combination composed of a 
two-axle, cab-over-engine, diesel- 
powered tractor-truck, a single 
axle semitrailer and a two-axle 
full trailer; registered for 72,000 
pounds gross weight. 

The 40,000-pound combination (No. 7) 
would be permitted to register and operate 
in any State, and the 40,000-pound tandem 
axle, single-unit truck (No. 6) would be per- 
mitted to operate in any State except Wash- 
ington, which has a flat limitation of 36,000 
pounds on a truck with three axles. The 





Mississippi law that previously set a maximum 
of 37,650 pounds for such vehicles was revised 
in 1954 to permit 41,000 pounds. Because 
of axle spacing and axle-load limits, the 
40,000-pound single-unit truck is on the border 
line of legality in some States with respect to 
registration and operation, but it has been 
included in order to show that point in the 
tax schedules. Although the 40,000-pound 
single-unit truck is found chiefly in specialized 
operations, the 40,000-pound, three-axle com- 
bination is in almost universal use and is 
undoubtedly the most common heavy unit, 

When the 1953 study was made, three 
States (Kentucky, Pennyslvania, and Ten- 
nessee) prohibited vehicles as heavy as the 
50,000-pound combination (vehicle Nos. 8 
and 9), but since that time the Tennessee 
limit has been increased from 42,000 to 55,900 
pounds, and the Pennsylvania limit has been 
increased from 45,000 to 60,000 pounds. 
Thus, Kentucky alone as late as January 1956 
prohibited a 50,000-pound combination. 

In order to compare taxes on vehicles similar 
in most respects except for type of fuel used, 
two 50,000-pound, four-axle combinations 
were included in the study, one with a gasoline 
engine and the other with a diesel engine. 
The assumption made that the gasoline com- 
bination operates 4 miles per gallon and that 
the fuel-consumption rate of the diesel com- 
bination is 6 miles per gallon is arbitrary, but 
is believed to be reasonable. It is recognized 
that the difference in the miles-per-gallon 
rates of two individual vehicles may fall 
substantially short of or exceed the assumed 
differential (a 50-percent difference in con- 
sumption may also be expressed as a one-third 
saving in fuel). Seven States now impose a 
higher tax on diesel fuel than on gasoline, 
and numerous other States are studying such 
a step with a view to reducing or eliminating 
the apparent tax advantage of the diesel- 
powered vehicle. 


The 62,000-pound combination (No. 10) 
is a five-axle, diesel-powered, tractor-semi- 
trailer combination 49 feet long, that can be 
operated in the West and a few Eastern 
States that are not contiguous, as shown in 
figure 5. Diesel power was specified for all 
of the heavier combinations, since it has had 
a tendency to replace gasoline power in the 
larger units where the heavier diesel engine 
may be efficiently employed. The 72,000- 
pound tractor semitrailer and _ full-trailer 
combination (No. 11) is permitted in Ohio 
and nine of the Western States. 


In 19 States the registration schedule im- 
poses a higher fee on a three-axle single-unit 
40,000-pound truck than it does on a three- 
axle combination. (This is not true, however, 
in any State that registers a combination as 
a single unit.) An outstanding example of 
this is found in Montana, where the registra- 
tion fee for the three-axle 40,000-pound gross 
vehicle weight straight truck is $400, but 
the total registration fee for the three-axle 
40,000-pound gross vehicle weight combina- 
tion is $100. 

The inclusion or exclusion of data for 4 
given vehicle in each State was determined 
solely on the basis of whether the vehicle, as 
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Table 3.—Average, low, and high road-user and property taxes on selected motor vehicles ! 















































Average fee for all States Lowest fee Highest fee 
Vehicle and service Regis- | Motor-| Total Prop- Regis- | Motor-| Total Prop- Regis- | Motor- Total Prop- 
tration fuel road- erty Total | tration; fuel road- erty Total tration fuel road- erty Total 
fee, etc. tax user tax fee, tax user tax fee, etc. tax user tax 
taxes ete. taxes taxes 
react car: 
Lightweight (No. 1).......-- $13.43 | $33. 21 $46. 64 | $28.14 $61.57 | $3.00 | $17.28 $28.28 | ($5.00)} $38.04 $31. 61 $40. 32 $67.91 | $52.07 $99. 59 
= Ry re (No. 2).---- 17.71 41.74 59.45 | 40.63 81.01 3.00 21.72 40. 20 (8. 00) 46. 20 42. 50 50. 68 87. 25 74. 35 132. 41 
ickup (No. 3 
Sa 15. 37 22. 31 . 68 17.56 46.99 3.00 11. 61 24. 35 & 84) 30.09 45.00 27.09 68. 22 45. 38 75. 86 
SS IEEE eS 19.56 | 34.59 15 24. 23 67.00 5.00 18.00 33.00 5.00) 46. 00 45.00 42.00 81.00 45. 38 100. 94 
a ok (No. 4): 
TT A ewes 33.10 | 31.71 . 81 24. 66 77.89 5.00 16. 50 36. 50 ff 97) 48. 50 86. 00 38. 50 113. 50 64. 42 128. 94 
Private hina cesinararwicr sb cecnsie dpe orlhalilti 58. 50 76. 85 135. 35 33. 47 153. 11 15.00 39.99 59. 99 8.00) 84. 51 141. 55 93. 31 221. 53 64. 42 253. 88 
Vv Wi eens 95.20 | 128.11 223. 31 33. 47 241.07 | 25.00 66. 66 132. 88 (8. 00) 149. 88 328.17 155. 54 461.49 64. 42 461. 49 
‘an (No. 
ee 112. 56 | 133.01 245. 57 72. 28 283.92 | 44.44 69. 21 142.28 | (18.91) 183. 28 275.00 161. 49 401.49 | 153.11 403. 92 
mai con ) > ee 171.39 | 221.75 393. 14 72. 28 431.49 | 59.00 | 115.38 212.84 | (18. 91) 244. 84 505. 67 269. 22 736.43 | 153.11 736. 43 
mp (No. 6): 
i EEE 319.87 | 431.25 751.12 | 137.43 825. 56 | 100.00 | 225.00 325.00 | (25. 46) 383. 38 872. 50 525.00 | 1, 247.50 | 310.45 1, 247. 50 
== pa (No. 7) 
ALLA LEIS! 333.51 | 461.22 794.74 | 157.13 878. 11 76.00 | 240.00 449.00 | (45.00) 522. 00 867.10 560.00 | 1,347.10 | 298.10 1, 470. 91 
bith ideleninamoenuirs 425.52 | 461.22 886.75 | 157.13 970.12 | 134.00 | 240.00 454.00 | (45.00) 522.00 | 1,034. 33 560.00 | 1, 514.33 | 298.10 1, 514. 33 
Four aul aint gasoline 
EE AE 486.15 | 860.94 | 1,347.08 | 182.83 | 1, 442.31 76.00 | 450.00 755.00 | (55.00) 882.00 | 1,717.66 | 1,050.00 | 2,617.66 | 356.05 2, 772. 88 
RRR 635.11 | 860.94 | 1,496.05 | 182.83 | 1,591.27 | 160.00 | 450.00 760.00 | (55.00) 882.00 | 1,893.83 | 1,050.00 | 2,793.83 | 356.05 2, 793. 83 
Fone o combination, diesel 
0. 9): 
Se noe | ED ee 529.91 | 594.57 | 1,099.70 | 257.14 | 1, 233.63 76.00 | 300.00 555.00 | (55. 00) 682.00 | 2, 533.70 900.00 | 2,533.70 | 521.76 2, 533. 70 
AEE 675.47 | 594.57 | 1,245.26 | 257.14 | 1,379.19 | 160.00 | 300.00 560.00 | (55.00) 682.00 | 2, 533.70 900.00 | 2,611.83 | 521.76 2, 611. 83 
Pivearie anes, diesel 
0. 10 
RE Taree aes 851.30 | 899.38 | 1,750.68 | 384.71 | 1,943.03 | 151.00 | 595.76 895.76 | (87.96)| 1,189.64 | 2,601.92 | 1,340.46 | 3,495. 56 | 691.86 3, 797.17 
. .. a eae 1,113.92 | 899.38 | 2,013.31 | 384.71 | 2,205.66 | 296.00 | 595.76 919.76 | (87.96) 189. 64 | 2,845.33 | 1,340.46 | 3, 887.91 | 691.86 3, 887. 91 
oy combination, diesel 
0) 
Private lad pip aendstloiaiessdiceihdegednes 1,190. 24 | 919.76 | 2,110.00 | 454.40 | 2,337.20 | 239.90 | 651.16 | 1,053. = (358. 94)| 1,313.64 | 3,042.96 | 1,139.53 | 4,019.70 | 673.00 4, 378. 64 
_ Sees 1, 666.77 | 919.76 | 2,586.53 | 454. 40 2, 813.73 | 336.90 | 651.16 | 1,283.95 | (358. 94)| 1,313.64 | 3,164.17 | 1,139.53 | 4,303.70 | 673.00 4, 378. 64 























1 In 22 States and the District of Columbia, personal-property taxes are not imposed. 
respective taxes are collected. The fees in parentheses are the lowest for the same States. 


specified, would be permitted to register and 
operate. Some instances were found in which 
the vehicle or combination might be registered 
but could not be operated legally with a full 
load. Even though they could be registered 
and might, in some cases, be operated on the 
highways of the State with slightly smaller 
gross weights, all such vehicles were omitted 
from the study. Minor adjustments of axle 
spacing, however, were assumed in a few 
cases in order to include vehicles that other- 
wise were within the legal limits. 

As shown in figure 6 (p. 41), tractor-semi- 
trailer combinations are registered as single 
units in about half of the States and in the 
remainder, tractor-trucks and semitrailers are 
registered as separate units. Combinations 
are considered to be registered as single units 
where the fee for either the tractor or the semi- 
trailer is based on the gross weight or capacity 
of the combination, even though in most of 
these States a relatively small fee is also levied 
on the other unit of the combination. 


Specifications and Use Factors 


In order to obtain the tax data on a uniform 
basis in all States, a detailed statement of the 
specifications of each of the 11 vehicles selec- 
ted was submitted to the State authorities in 
the latter part of 1955 for determination of the 
specific fees and taxes that would be payable 
during a full year under laws existing January 
1, 1956. Table 2 (p. 39) gives these specifica- 
tions together with the assumed annual mile- 
age traveled, motor fuel consumed, and other 
factors needed to compute the various taxes. 
The taxes to be reported were the State road- 
user taxes—on motor fuel, on vehicle regis- 
tration, other annual vehicle fees closely 
related to registration, and the applicable 
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motor-carrier taxes—and all direct personal- 
property taxes levied on motor vehicles at 
all levels of government. The property taxes 
for 1956 were estimated by the State authori- 
ties on the basis of 1955 property valuations 
and tax rates. 

The same care that was taken in the selec- 
tion of vehicles was taken in the selection of 
use factors. Average values are not available, 
however, for the mileages, fuel-consumption 
rates, and earnings. It was therefore neces- 
sary to assign these values arbitrarily, but 
special effort was made to select amounts that 
are reasonable. The objective was to supply 
specific factors to which rates could be applied 
uniformly in all States, and to present data 
reflecting these rates to permit valid compari- 
sons between States, vehicles, and services. 
In order to avoid the complex situations that 
would have been encountered in computing 
taxes on vehicles in interstate operation, intra- 
state use was specified. Without this stipula- 
tion, the study would have been impractical. 
Obviously, few large combinations travel 
entirely in one State for a whole year. How- 
ever, the stipulation of intrastate travel is 
permissible, even indispensable, when it is 
remembered that the purpose of the study is 
to compare tax rates rather than to select 
the most typical vehicles, or the most prob- 
able amount and kind of service or the most 
probable tax payments. 

It was specified that the vehicles had been 
operated in the same State since purchased 
new in 1954. This made 1956 the third year 
of registration, thus excluding from the study 
such nonrecurring taxes as those on sales and 
titling, and removing the vehicles from the top 
property-tax brackets. 

Another large group of taxes omitted are 
those imposed by the Federal Government on 


In one State diesel fuel is not taxed directly. The average fees given are for the States where the 


gasoline, oil, vehicles, and accessories and 
parts, which yielded over $2.9 billion in 1955. 
Although newly enacted Federal highway 
legislation now earmarks much of the revenue 
from these taxes, they were in the past identi- 
cal in nature with taxes levied on tobacco, 
cosmetics, and so forth, and were collected on 
the products whether they were used for high- 
way or nonhighway purposes. In any case, 
their exclusion has no effect on comparison 
between States of the data presented in this 
article since the levies are uniform throughout 
the Nation. 

The data received from the Statés are pre- 
sented in tables 4-13. In all of these tables 
(except table 13) the States are arranged in 
regional groupings that permit ready com- 
parison of data for each State with those of 
its neighbors. 

The national averages and extremes are 
shown in table 3. The averages are simple 
unweighted averages of the totals for all 
States where the vehicles are permitted. In 
the case of property taxes, they are averages 
reflecting only the States where such taxes are 
levied. Figure 9 gives a quick graphic com- 
parison of the low, average, and high annual 
rates on four of the vehicles covered in the 
study. Figures 11-20 show graphically the 
principal groups of taxes, and permit quick 
comparisons between the elements reported, 
and between the States. 


Property Taxes 


In most States property taxes on motor 
vehicles have little or no direct relation to the 
use of highways, and the revenues from them 
are not available for highways. They are, 
however, so closely associated with registra- 
tion fees in their application and their relation 
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Figure 9.—Annual rates of low, high, and average taxes (road-user and property) on selected vehicles in private operation. 


to costs of operation and comprise such a 
large portion of the total taxes paid on motor 
vehicles in some States, that their inclusion 
was necessary in order to obtain equitable 
comparisons. The registration fees for indi- 
vidual vehicles vary considerably among the 
States, and property taxes in some instances 
greatly exceed the registration fees paid; but 
when property taxes and registration fees are 
considered together, the differences among the 
States are smaller in most instances. 

Figure 4 shows the States in which State or 
local property taxes are levied and the States 
in which registration fees are in lieu of ad 
valorem or property taxes. In this connection 
it should be noted that the registration fees of 
quite a few States are based, at least in part, 
on the age or valuation of the vehicle. Louisi- 
ana permits local property taxes to be levied 
in addition to the registration fee, but the 
application of such levies is not general in the 
State. The relation of property taxes to 
registration fees and total taxes on motor 
vehicles is shown in tables 4-13. 

The valuation of motor vehicles for tax 
purposes is generally conceded to be much 
closer to market value than is the valuation of 
other personal property (household furnish- 
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ings, for instance) subject to the same taxes. 
It is also probable that motor vehicles con- 
stitute a substantial portion of taxable per- 
sonal property in many jurisdictions. There- 
fore, although this study is not directly con- 
cerned with personal-property taxes per se, 
the total tax burden on the motor vehicle must 
not be neglected either by those concerned 
solely with highway finance, or in research in 
broader fields of public finance. 

The registration fee for the lightweight 
passenger car in Pennsylvania, as shown in 
table 4, is $10, more than twice as much as the 
$4.50 levied by’ Massachusetts. In Pennsyl- 
vania, however, the flat registration fee of $10, 
that applies to all automobiles, is in lieu of all 
other ad valorem taxes, whereas in Massa- 
chusetts vehicles are subject to property taxes 
in addition to registration fees. The addition 
of the $39.50 property tax to the $4.50 registra- 
tion fee yields a total of $44, which is 4.4 times 
as much as the Pennsylvania registration fee, 
and far greater than the registration fee alone 
for any State. Oklahoma, Iowa, North 
Dakota, and Vermont, all with registration 
fees in excess of $25, appear at first glance to 
be exacting greater taxes on the lightweight 
automobile than other States. Yet in none 


of these States is there a property tax on motor 
vehicles, and when property taxes and regis- 
tration fees are combined, the total in a great 
many States exceeds the fees of the four men- 
tioned. Although only a few of the States are 
pointed out here as examples, many other 
significant comparisons can be made froin the 
tables. 

Another factor that demonstrates the close 
relation between registration fees and prop- 
erty taxes is the reduction of the registration 
fee in several States according to the age (and 
value) of the vehicle. 

The property taxes that are given in tables 
4-13, for all except the farm vehicles, include 
all taxes levied by the State, county, city, or 
other local governmental unit in which the 
vehicle is domiciled, and are the taxes that 
would be imposed on the vehicles in the capital 
city of the State. The property taxes given 
for farm vehicles include State, county, and 
district or other property taxes that would be 
collected in an average rural agricultural com- 
munity in the State. In a few States where 
uniform statewide valuation and tax rates are 
in effect in all jurisdictions, there is no differ- 
ence between property taxes on farm vehicles 
and those registered in the State capital. 


43 








Table 4.—Road-user and personal-property taxes on selected passenger vehicles (Nos. 1 and 2) 









































Lightweight passenger car (No. 1) Mediumweight passenger car (No. 2) 
Bote Rank of State Rank of State 
Regis- | Property| Other | Gasoline Regis- | Property| Other | Gasoline 
tration tax taxes tax Total Total Total, | tration tax taxes tax Total Total Total, 
fee and fees fees and | excluding fee and fees fees and |excluding 
taxes property taxes property 
tax tax 
New England: 
OS $14. 00 | Ses $40. 32 76. 7! 8 10 $16. 00 ot ae $50. 68 $98. 62 12 13 
New Hampshire--------.---- 3 fees $16. 11 28. 80 60. 41 25 6 i 2 $23. 00 36. 20 78. 70 26 6 
i ee ae 31. 68 57. 68 28 7 | 72 ewes eos 39. 82 65. 82 38 16 
Massachusetts. ...........--- 4. 50 cS 2 ae 28. 80 72. 80 ll 47 9.00 Geer § éccuce 36. 20 101. 70 9 44 
TT 12. 00 fk es 23. 04 59. 22 27 43 16. 00 Meee ) cccane 28. 96 85. 26 18 45 
 £__=- =a 8.00 Bee Ff <tecce 34. 56 76. 38 9 31 8.00 fae 43. 44 100. 84 10 36 
Middle Atlantic: 
> ae 2 Ss ea 23. 04 38. 04 49 42 OO) ae ae 28. 96 48. 71 47 40 
. BS eee coer 23. 04 38. 04 48 41 eae a 28. 96 53. 96 43 30 
Pennsylvania..............-- J ee eee 34. 56 44. 56 44 26 ME ME coudas We  eemnue 43. 44 53. 44 46 33 
TTT fea oe 28. 80 38. 80 47 40 ) 2 asa ao 36. 20 46. 20 49 43 
Sa 10. 00 Wee .  Sarcse 34. 56 49. 56 40 24 15. 00 eGo | nnsac 43. 44 66. 44 37 22 
District of Columbia__--_--_- a | «4. 1.00 34. 56 57. 56 29 8 | Fae 1.00 43. 44 76. 44 28 7 
. , =r 17. 00 Tee | <..-. 34. 56 63. 20 21 15 22. 40 BOOS |) wecncx 43. 44 80. 39 25 15 
Southeastern: 
ee 10. 00 Bae. wessee 34. 56 71. 84 13 27 10. 00 Lk 3 eae 43. 44 104. 92 8 34 
North Carolina. -..........--- 10. 00 . ll ee 40. 32 78. 36 7 20 12. 00 Me: Ff caxcun 50. 68 105. 46 7 18 
South Carolina............-- 4.00 = 40. 32 85. 46 4 28 6. 00 2 - 50. 68 111. 54 4 26 
lab cnitditidsecwannnes 3. 00 , | aes 37. 44 67.35 15 35 10. 00 2 oes 47.06 92. 59 14 24 
| SD a a | «ae 25 40. 32 55. 57 32 9 20. 00 onan - 25 50. 68 70. 93 34 9 
pS eee 4. 50 35. 82 50 40. 32 81.14 5 22 4. 50 50. 75 - 50 50. 68 106. 43 5 27 
SR |. Eee ee 40. 32 49. 82 39 21 | ess aes 50. 68 63. 68 39 17 
pS EE 3. 00 15. 41 275 40. 32 59. 48 26 29 3. 00 18.7 75 50. 68 73.19 32 29 
yi 2 a 12. 48 40. 32 98, 22 2 ll 16. 57 Gre f  eesaas 50. 68 132. 41 1 12 
East Central: 
0 Oe ! gee Ss ae 28. 80 39. 05 46 39 Of | ae oe 36. 20 46. 45 48 42 
ae 11.00 ea 23. 04 86. 11 3 44 12. 00 J a ae 28. 96 115. 31 3 48 
DO EE 10. 50 Gee | cusses 28. 80 61.11 24 38 22. 00 7 Sk 2 eee 36. 20 93. 10 13 23 
(EE Ree i «wages. |. \aemdes 34. 56 45. 06 42 23 EE scenes f comiews 43. 44 56. 74 42 25 
ES Daum & cdma | act 34. 56 50. 56 38 17 CS irs Ean 43. 44 59. 44 41 21 
ee Bees | eusdes 25 28. 80 52, 25 35 13 LL) === - 25 36. 20 75. 45 29 8 
(Eo a Se ee ee | me | feadeen 34. 56 63. 56 19 4 ff! Sa eee 43. 44 81. 44 24 5 
(EE a ae 11. 00 (: ae 17. 28 48.13 41 49 25. 00 3 a ee 21. 72 74. 74 30 41 
Southwestern: 
fa 13. 00 1 i ee 37. 44 65. 63 16 18 19. 00 - Bl ena 47.06 87. 62 16 14 
(| SARE ae ee = candle — iseedne 40. 32 43. 32 45 30 DE stocas ff scoons 50. 68 53. 68 44 31 
RE SE TE 7 eee, bee 37. 44 67. 91 14 1 EEE cosine = - awsome 47.06 87. 25 17 1 
11. 16 ; Be ae 28. 80 56. 89 31 37 18. 74 _ te eee 36. 20 78. 55 27 28 
Meet | swabs: | Pnisee 34. 56 62. 06 23 5 _ 2 FF 43.44 81. 94 23 4 
wee |b sdiece, © lewesee 28. 80 50. 80 37 16 GEN Bl) «--0- 36. 20 69. 20 36 11 
8.00 Sa | taesteo 34. 56 71. 93 12 32 8.00 40. 57 43. 44 01 15 37 
13.15 Same - seoace 28. 80 76. 20 10 33 15. 95 48. 64 36. 20 100. 79 11 35 
10. 00 49. 27 40. 32 99. 59 1 19 10. 00 70. 33 50. 68 131. 01 2 20 
ene | adicea 34. 56 52. 06 36 14 3 2 ee 43. 44 . 94 40 19 
5. 00 21. 48 28. 80 55. 28 33 46 5. 00 30. 66 36. 20 71. 86 33 47 
5. 60 21. 48 34. 56 62. 64 22 34 6. 95 30. 66 43. 44 82.05 22 38 
TG | ...sm. eee 34. 56 52. 56 34 12 fg ee eee 43. 44 69. 44 35 10 
4.00 . * Zee 28. 80 57.00 30 48 4.00 ' 36. 20 74. 60 31 49 
5. 00 . 2 ea 28. 80 63. 36 20 45 5. 00 WET Genco 36. 20 . 02 20 46 
5. 50 Se Lb ssancs 34. 56 79. 66 6 36 | 5. 50 . 2 eee 43. 44 105. 79 6 39 
SS fe 21. 40 37. 44 63. 84 18 3 | Sf es 30. 40 47. 06 82. 46 21 3 
eh reese. A sammee 34. 56 44. 56 43 25 ae ) Byres goes 43. 44 53. 44 45 32 
f foe 23. 00 34. 56 65. 56 17 2 fo (re 32. 00 43. 44 83. 44 19 2 












































In two States—California and Washington— 
property taxes on motor vehicles have been 
replaced by “in lieu” taxes. These taxes have 
many characteristics of property taxes, but 
since neither the levies nor the distribution of 
their proceeds are directly related to the 
jurisdiction in which they were collected, they 
have been classified as road-user imposts. In 
both of these instances the State courts have 
ruled them not to be property taxes. 


Types of Service 


Distinctly different tax rates are in effect 
in most States for commercial vehicles oper- 
ated privately (not for hire), as contract car- 
riers (for hire), and in farm service. Infor- 
mation was therefore obtained and tabulated 
separately for all vehicles in private opera- 
tion, for the pickup and stake trucks (Nos. 
3-4) in farm service, and for the stake and 
van trucks (Nos. 4-5) and all combinations 
(Nos. 7-11) in contract carrier service. 

Vehicles in private operation are those used 
solely for carrying goods owned or sold by 
the vehicle owner, with no direct transporta- 
tion charge. 


a4 


Contract carriers are those employed in 
hauling goods for others, with a direct trans- 
portation charge, at times and to destinations 
required by the jobs for which they are hired. 
Operation of contract carriers is usually sub- 
ject to State franchise and regulation. Com- 
mon carriers, which operate for hire over 
established routes and on fixed schedules, are 
not included in the study because of their more 
complex tax schedules and forms of regulation, 
and the fact that their operation is predom- 
inantly interstate. 

The farm-service classification includes ve- 
hicles registered at a reduced fee without 
restriction as to the highways they may use. 
Provision for reduced fees for farm trucks, in 
various forms, is in effect in 27 States. (Farm 
vehicles registered by some States at a nom- 
inal charge imposed as the sole registration fee 
and licensed for restricted operation on or in 
the immediate vicinity of the farm are not 
included in this study.) 


Farm Service 


Provision for registration of farm trucks at 
half the regular fee for private trucks is com- 


mon but, as shown in tables 5 and 6, some 
States do not allow reductions that great, and 
some allow considerably more. The reduc- 
tions for farm vehicles vary not only among 
the States but also vary somewhat for vehicles 
of different capacities, as may be seen from a 
comparison of figures 7 and 8 (p. 41). Large 
numbers of farm trucks are in the lighter 
weight groups, and what may at first glance 
appear to be relatively minor concessions in 
registration fees can, in fact, be of major im- 
portance from a revenue standpoint, particu- 
larly in predominantly agricultural States. In 
four States, as indicated in figure 8, the 12,500- 
pound stake truck (No. 4), if classified as a 
farm truck, is allowed a reduction of more 
than 75 percent in registration fee, in 15 States 
the reduction is from 50 to 75 percent, and 
only 8 of the States allowing a reduction place 
it below 50 percent. 

A comparison of the regular and farm 
registration fees for vehicle No. 4 in each 
State is shown in figure 10. In Nebraska the 
regular registration fee for vehicle No. 4 is 
$90, but a farmer can register the same truck 
for $12. In Kentucky, farm trucks of 22,000 
pounds or less can be registered for $4.50 but 
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Table 5.—Road-user and personal-property taxes on a pickup truck, 4,800 pounds gross vehicle weight (No. 3) 
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Farm service Private operation 
Rank of State Rank of State 
State es Pe 
Regis- | Property| Other | Gasoline Regis- | Property| Other | Gasoline 
tration tax taxes tax Total Total Total, tration tax taxes tax Total Total Total, 
fee and fees fees and | excluding fee and fees fees and |excluding 
taxes property taxes | property 
tax tax 
New England: 
ote anctiwndeanadaad $15.00 ee 2 a 27. 09 $61. 62 7 11 $15. 00 $10.58 | -.--.. $42. 00 $76 53 11 17 
New Hampshire i. ee $14. 06 19.35 52. 91 12 3 Se eee $14. 06 30. 00 63. 56 30 10 
WINE oi cist can cncocon | 1 eee, eee 21. 28 47. 28 24 7 Pee eee 33. 00 59. 00 36 14 
Massachusetts_- 12. 00 : 2 ee 19. 35 65. 85 4 37 15. 00 See | ssocce 30. 00 79. 50 9 42 
Rhode Island _-- 18. 00 >, ae 15. 48 50. 18 17 30 18. 00 ee D )-eeseus 24. 00 67. 89 20 45 
Connecticut 14. 40 mee of simecs 23. 22 64. 42 5 20 14, 40 ee of acbwat 36. 00 80. 80 8 31 
Middle Atlantic: 
pS SSS ae ee ae WW. conten = ceceee 15. 48 32. 98 45 34 Se 6) eacaks Tf enone 24. 00 49. 00 47 34 
DIST FOIE ccarnccsnntien ania i ah 1.00 15. 48 31. 48 47 36 eee |} sacacs 1.00 24. 00 55. 00 39 21 
Penneyivanis..........-....<. A eS | Reeeneeio: 23. 22 39, 72 36 17 Se ey ee 36. 00 52. 50 42 25 
ee a 3 Bs ee 19. 35 30. 85 48 40 pee © wesces Be cereoe 30. 00 47.50 48 38 
pO ee ere eee 12. 00 Ge 8 ee 23. 22 40. 22 33 26 12. 00 it a ere es 36. 00 53. 00 41 35 
District of Columbia-_-._----- BEG f cacceu 1.00 23. 22 68. 22 2 1 ee. |. Stestes 1.00 36. 00 81.00 7 1 
West Virguia...........-.-... 20. 00 nt er 23. 22 50. 78 16 9 20. 00 DRae 4b wees 36. 00 66.18 26 19 
Southeastern: 
J So 12.00 > A ne 23. 22 48. 42 21 27 12. 00 _ | Seer 36. 00 68. 62 17 37 
North Oarolina..........:... 10. 00 _ iy 27.09 47. 23 25 22 20. 00 Sk a ae 42.00 82. 29 ll 
South Carolina. -...-....--.-- 6.00 a 27.09 45. 24 28 33 6. 00 See fF nenens 42.00 76. 48 12 36 
ee ee 5.00 22. 33 ight ci 25. 16 52. 49 13 42 5.00 ae 4 sueona 39. 00 66. 33 25 43 
IR oo cncuenkowsucemane > 2 - 25 27.09 52.09 15 4 . el es - 25 42. 00 67.00 21 5 
(eee ne 4. 50 16.00 . 50 27.09 48. 09 23 35 10. 00 43.78 . 50 42.00 96. 28 3 24 
, ae ee 2 cecuve, W) .cacmes 27.09 36. 59 40 24 a ear ere 42.00 67.00 22 6 
po eee 15. 00 9. 66 50 27.09 52. 25 14 10 15. 00 15. 41 . 50 42.00 72.91 13 16 
(| SRE eae eae 7.00 Te |} sesu5e 27. 09 47.08 26 29 10. 00 45. 37 ee 42.00 97.37 2 28 
East Central: 
Ohi TES. Foss. 19. 35 36. 7 39 23 awe. © coed a? Reeces 30. 00 66. 95 23 7 
15. 00 45. 38 15. 48 75. 86 1 41 15. 00 S08 |. asvese 24. 00 84. 38 5 47 
20. 00 13. 82 19.35 53.17 ll 18 20. 00 See | scence 30. 00 68. 54 18 32 
Me. Bo okaces E wacans 23. 22 39. 72 35 16 Ste: |b ssnesen. Ht soooms 36. 00 65. 70 27 9 
a ean 23. 22. 33. 22 44 32 moe) t <seuus $4 aceaue 36. 00 71.00 15 3 
oS Of ee ~25 19. 35 40. 00 34 15 25. 00 alee . 25 30. 00 55. 25 38 20 
ak: Sa ae ee, 23. 22 48. 22 22 6 Se «kt cwceewe Ti ances 36. 00 61.00 33 12 
15. 00 i @) ee 11. 61 36. 29 41 48 15. 00 La | eee ee 18. 00 51. 68 46 49 
12. 00 eee oh mecace 25. 16 45. 41 27 21 12. 00 a es 39. 00 63. 25 31 30 
ae Bec ee) Gee eee 27.09 30. 09 49 43 eee) S2kccu FF ccewse 42.00 52. 00 44 27 
a ee Ane 25. 16 35. 26 42 25 Be SF cescue Wf wawecte 39. 00 59. 50 35 13 
e 9. 60 ae L eacone 19.35 31.79 46 45 19. 20 a ee 30. 00 63. 61 29 33 
West Central: 
eter DONOR. ...-......-... ey ee eee 23. 22 44, 22 29 8 4 ey nee aera 36. 00 57.00 37 18 
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a $134 registration fee is required for a 22,000- 
pound vehicle in private use. In 1954, more 
than 54 percent of Nebraska’s trucks and in 
Kentucky, over 39 percent, were registered 
at reduced farm rates. Similar situations 
exist in other States but in most the reductions 
are not as great. In New Hampshire, for 
example, a farm truck of less than 16,000 
pounds may be registered at a flat fee of $25, 
but since this is greater than the regular fee 
of $19.50 for a pickup truck having a gross 
weight of 4,800 pounds, the farm rate is of no 
advantage to the owner of the pickup. Con- 
sequently, only 5 percent of the total truck 
registrations in New Hampshire are in the 
farm classification. 

In 1954, 20 States were able to report farm 
truck registrations separately. In 3 of the 
States that did so, farm trucks constituted 
more than half of all trucks registered and 
farm trucks exceeded 30 percent of all trucks 
in 13 States. In considering the equity of 
Special reduced rates for farm trucks, it should 
be remembered that farm trucks probably aver- 
age fewer miles per year than other trucks. 
The reductions are not as great on a cents- 
per-mile basis as may appear from the com- 
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parisons in tables 5 and 6 and in figures 7 
and 8. 


Carrier Taxes 


In consideration of motor-carrier service, 
the gross receipts taxes and other levies that 
are imposed on general business, and not 
limited to motor carriers, have been elimi- 
nated. Fees for authority to operate, and 
other fees paid only at the time a carrier 
begins to haul goods for hire, have also been 
excluded. 

The point at which a road-user tax becomes 
a “carrier tax” is becoming ever more difficult 
to determine. Care should be taken in com- 
paring the carrier taxes of the several States. 
Many of the States have special registration 
classes for vehicles used in contract (for hire) 
service. The fees in the special registration 
classes, in most cases, are substantially 
greater than the registration fees for vehicles 
in private (not-for-hire) service. The differ- 
ence, while technically classed as part of the 
registration fee, is in reality a special carrier 
fee. There is, of course, the justifying factor 
that vehicles in carrier service usually operate 
a much greater mileage than those in private 


use, thus reducing the per-mile cost of their 
registration fees. 

The majority of trucks are used for the 
ordinary private service of carrying goods 
owned or sold by the vehicle owner, and for 
which there is no direct transportation 
charge. Even these trucks, however, are 
subject to mileage or other carrier taxes 
under some conditions, and the variations in 
the tax structures of the States made it 
necessary in a few instances to make arbi- 
trary decisions on the inclusion or exclusion 
of these special levies. 

The general policy followed was to include 
only the taxes that must be paid on almost 
all of the vehicles in a given group. For 
example, the laws of some States are so 
written that practically all vehicles of more 
than 144 tons (manufacturer’s rated capacity) 
must pay certain mileage or compensatory 
taxes, whether in private or contract opera- 
tion. In the same States many vehicles of 
144-ton capacity or less are not subject to the 
tax. In such cases the tax has been shown 
only for the heavier vehicles. It should be 
remembered that the purpose of the study is 
to present a comparison of tax rates and 
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Figure 10.—Comparison of private operation and farm service registration fees on a 12,500- 
pound stake truck (No. 4). 


burdens on certain typical vehicles rather 
than to include all taxes on all vehicles. 
Undoubtedly many of the larger trucks 
traveling in interstate commerce are subject 
to greater taxes than are reported in this 
study, and are also subject to additional 
restrictions and regulations. The larger units 
apparently have certain offsetting economic 
advantages, however, or they would not be 
in use. 


Mileage Taxes 


Classification and treatment of mileage 
taxes is something of a problem. Histori- 
cally, road-user taxes have been subdivided 
by most authorities into three major groups. 
The first and most important group consists 
of fuel taxes and miscellaneous fees incidental 
to fuel taxation. The second major group, 
usually termed motor-vehicle revenues, con- 
sists of motor-vehicle registration fees and 
other fees, some of which are not paid annu- 
ally, such as title fees, drivers’ licenses, and 
other revenues of relatively minor importance. 
The third group of road-user revenues, motor- 
carrier taxes, consists of special taxes on for- 
hire carriers. This last group of taxes has 
m recent years come to be known as “third 
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structure,” a term that is either disliked or 
rejected by some authorities on highway 
finance, but it is being used. 

These groupings have, in the past, afforded 
adequate classification of road-user revenues, 
although there are borderline instances in 
which there is considerable question as to 
proper classification. Most common among 
these is the annual registration fee in States 
that levy higher plate fees on for-hire carriers. 
Should the difference between the registra- 
tion fee in private and for-hire operation be 
classed as a carrier tax? It has not previously 
been so classed, under the theory that car- 
riers’ vehicles, as a rule, can be expected to 
operate more miles than vehicles in private 
operation, and that the higher registration 
fee for carriers’ vehicles serves as an adjust- 
ment for the greater mileage. 

Another instance of borderline classification 
is the special fee charged diesel-powered vehi- 
cles. An argument can be made for classifica- 
tion of these additional registration fees as 
fuel taxes. But the important matter is the 
fairness of the State’s tax system, and this is 
judged primarily on the total taxes levied on 
any vehicle, provided, of course, that the 
methods of reporting or collecting the tax do 


not in themselves impose additional burdens 
of record keeping or other requirements not 
reflected in the actual amounts of taxe« paid. 

The previous article published in 1953 sug- 
gested that we may be witnessing the develop- 
ment of a field of highway taxation—mileage 
and ton-mile taxes—that should not be placed 
in any of the three historical groups. At that 
time Idaho, New York, and Oregon had mile- 
age taxes that could not be classed as fuel 
taxes, as registration fees, or as carrier taxes. 
Since that time the Idaho tax has been sub- 
stantially modified, but Colorado and Ohio 
have joined New York and Oregon in the 
group of States that have mileage taxes that 
are avowed attempts to obtain revenues based 
almost entirely on the vehicles and their use 
and that make little distinction between opera- 
tion for profit as a transportation facility and 
operation incidental to the conduct of any 
other enterprise. Highway authorities and 
students of highway and general public finance 
have shown much interest in these mileage 
taxes. It is not an exaggeration to say that 
mileage taxes are at present the subject of 
more interest and perhaps controversy than 
any other phase of motor-vehicle taxation. 

Mileage taxes may prove to have two great 
advantages: They should yield considerable 
amounts of revenue and they should, in theory 
at least, be imposed at rates that take into 
account the value of service received and the 
costs of providing the service. Mileage taxes 
also have at least two major disadvantages. 
The most important of these, from the States’ 
point of view, is the cost of administration. 
The cost of establishing and maintaining com- 
plete records, weight stations, and an enforce- 
ment staff is substantial and consumes a rela- 
tively greater proportion of the revenue col- 
lected than do the other two basic revenue 
producers—the gasoline tax and registration 
fees. The maintenance of records for filing 
of reports required under a mileage tax cer- 
tainly constitutes a substantial burden on the 
vehicle owner over and above the actual 
amount of tax paid. 


Administration and Application 


While this study is based primarily on legis- 
lation, it is appropriate to call attention to 
administration and enforcement as they affect 
vehicle taxation. The interpretation and ap- 
plication of road-user taxes in one State as 
compared with another having similar tax 
laws may easily result in substantial tax differ- 
ences on similar vehicles in similar service. 
Rigid insistence that vehicles be registered for 
the full weights they actually carry (not to be 
confused with size and weight limit enforce- 
ment) would undoubtedly increase the regis- 
tration revenues of some States. Practices are 
understood to vary considerably in this respect. 
In comparing road-user taxes in different 
States, it is pertinent to examine practices and 
interpretations in the application of existing 
statutes. In preparing this article no allow- 
ance was made for such differences. 

The payment of motor-fuel taxes is another 
item that merits close examination. Practi- 
cally all persons familiar with highway finance 
agree that some of the gasoline used on the 
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Table 7.—Road-user and personal-property taxes on a single-unit van truck, 19,000 pounds gross vehicle weight (No. 5) 































































































Private operation Contract carrier 
Rank of State Rank of State 
State Regis- | Prop- | Other |Mileage| Gaso- Regis- | Prop- | Other | Carrier |Mileage| Gaso- 

. tration; erty | taxes |orton-| line | Total | Total | Total, | tration] erty | taxes | taxes | orton-| line | Total | Total | Total, 

fee tax jand fees|mile tax! tax fees excl. fee tax jand fees|and fees|mile tax| tax fees excl, 

and prop. and prop. 

taxes tax taxes tax 

New England 

ee $125.00 | $65.79 | ---- ---- |$161.49 |$352. 28 9 12 = |$125.00 | $65.79 | ---. | $30.00 | ---. |$269.22 |$490. 01 15 18 
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CO EE 57.00 | 145.92 juin acini 138.42 | 341.34 12 39 57.00 | 145. 92 ds 5.00 natees 230. 76 | 438. 68 21 40 

Middle Atlantic: 
| RS eee 96.00} .... ---- | $67.50 | 92.28 | 254.78 29 22 95.00 | .... ere ---. {$112.50 | 153.84 | 361.34 35 28 
- 90. 00 PES: 1.00 —— 92.28 | 183.28 49 41 90. 00 wie 1.00 waar aang 153. 84 | 244. 84 49 46 
Pennsylvania cc 1 PS suihiots 138. 42 | 228. 42 42 26 90.00 | .-.. ce ees ---- | 230.76 | 320.76 42 35 
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Southeastern: 
0 45. 60 69. 47 —" oan 138. 42 | 253.49 31 40 45. 60 69. 47 tens 240. 00 amines 230.76 | 585. 83 7 8 
North Carolina................ 152. 00 52. 03 wiein oasis 161.49 | 365. 52 6 8 266. 00 52. 03 ae ple eines 269. 22 | 587.25 6 6 
ee eae 126. 00 94. 95 leis seine 161.49 | 382. 44 4 ll 126. 00 94. 95 onan 150. 00 eae 269.22 | 640.17 2 5 
Se itisgtincinnistinctiweissinninsal 55. 00 66. 78 ena sialeats 149. 96 | 271.74 26 36 110. 00 66. 78 seatioas 25. 00 . 249.99 | 451.77 19 26 
ce 84. 70 — 25 dinsaid 161.49 | 246. 44 33 24 84. 70 ied 25 . 50 | 250.00 | 269.22 | 604. 67 4 2 
Rae 112.00 | 103. 48 75 einiaiay 161.49 | 377.72 5 18 45.00 | 103.48 50 | 126.00 aisle 269. 22 | 544. 20 10 15 
, | ES Seep 240. 00 liad ies esate 161.49 | 401.49 2 1 315. 00 — amas 12. 50 = 269. 22 | 596. 72 5 

ee 50. 00 25. 46 50 eau 161.49 | 237.45 39 34 50. 00 25. 46 - 50 ‘anita 125. 00 | 269.22 | 470.18 17 14 

Le ane ne ee ee 94. 00 90. 12 aiate dications 161.49 | 345.61 10 21 187. 00 90. 12 pee 13. 00 extios 269. 22 | 559. 34 8 12 
East Central: 
Ohio aon ---| 143. 85 seein ahead sara 115. 35 | 259. 20 28 20 143. 85 sie oe, aes 20. 00 atonal 192. 30 | 356.15 37 29 
GEES eee 50.00 | 153. 11 eabankie pen 92.28 | 295. 39 18 49 50.00 | 153.11 ibis 24. 00 aie 153. 84 | 380.95 32 47 
I iccisasgehinsniontunertiiniminaiucaih 159. 00 44.71 iain umes 115. 35 | 319. 06 16 17 159. 00 44.71 ecto —_ See 192. 30 | 396. 01 26 31 
0 Pe 107. 80 aatiess eine Sasi 138. 42 | 246. 22 34 25 107. 80 mada eines Sacks 50.00 | 230.76 | 388. 56 28 24 
OO 215. 00 pee re hditecs 138. 42 | 353. 42 8 3 215. 00 ees aan 10. 00 eee 230. 76 | 455. 76 18 13 
| ee 80. 00 mth 25 ented 115. 35 | 195. 60 47 38 80. 00 oe 25 7. 50 meas 192. 30 | 280.05 46 41 
[a 190. 00 ere sensi ont 138. 42 | 328. 42 13 5 190. 00 sian eee 5. 00 eae 230. 76 | 425.76 23 17 
2 80. 00 37. 36 oats ws 69.21 | 186. 57 48 | 7 80. 00 37. 36 itlins 25. 00 wang 115. 38 | 257.74 48 48 
Southwestern: 

I sitar teintnitscins atesneaciviniinitoneen 67. 00 32. 10 pare Siacanee 149. 96 | 249. 06 32 30 67. 00 32. 10 Sines ee mane 249.99 | 349.09 39 37 
sith cinenineinceecaniemmees 120. 00 sata dinletote wees 161.49 | 281.49 22 14 240. 00 aan iam 10. 00 cones 269. 22 | 519. 22 12 7 
citi isticasetitasishncaesarnisinigih 145. 50 eats dene ecetiin 149. 96 | 295. 46 17 10 145. 50 aad Seighasie 2. 25 pean 249.99 | 397. 74 25 22 
EE eee 133. 00 46. 78 ‘niviiin snlntai 115.35 | 295.13 19 23 133. 00 46. 78 eidus 11. 00 Sica 192. 30 | 383. 08 30 33 

West Central: 
Nests Dekets................. a 40.00 | --.. | 138.42 | 224.67 44 28 05 TF sacs 40.00 | 55.00} ---. | 230.76 | 372.01 33 27 
South Dakota. -...............- 90.00 | _. 185.00 | ---- | 115.35 | 390.35 3 2 90.00 | _- 185.00 | 10.00} ---. | 192.30 | 477.30 16 11 
ER ear 165. 00 39. 17 Sean Stans 138. 42 | 342. 59 ll 9 165. 00 39.17 Saae 15. 00 Shean 230. 76 | 449.93 20 21 
| EES 50. 00 89. 05 — sales 115.35 | 254. 40 30 46 75. 00 89. 05 a 10. 00 Pes 192. 30 | 366. 35 34 42 
Mountain: 
Montana. - 50.00 | 144.92 ——— aiaieiai 161.49 | 356. 41 r 35 50.00 | 144. 92 nite 70. 00 ead 269.92 | 534. 84 ll 23 
Idaho. 55. 00 saben canta 89.25 | 138.42 | 282.67 21 13 55. 00 siecle Sees eri 148.75 | 230.76 | 434. 51 22 16 
Wyoming ---| 40.00 63. 16 2. 50 57.56 | 115.35 | 278. 57 23 31 40. 00 63. 16 meas 2. 50 95.94 | 192.30 | 393.90 27 34 
Colorado. ---| 43.44 63. 16 1.00 a. 138. 42 | 246.02 35 42 17. 50 63. 16 1.00 eee 232.75 | 230.76 | 545.17 9 10 
: = ee) 5... saa ---. | 138 42 | 227.22 43 27 3 2 es siaee ---- | 230.76 | 319.56 43 36 
Arizona. 54. 05 71. 20 atte anit 115.35 | 240. 60 38 45 54. 05 71. 20 ations 300. 00 we 192. 30 | 617. 55 3 4 
Utah_.. 65. 00 64. 89 oii eens 115.35 | 245. 24 36 43 65. 00 64. 89 aie ae Siena 192. 30 | 322.19 41 45 
- serene 38.50 | 75.40 | 151.60 | -... | 138.42 | 403. 1 4 38.50 | 75.40) -... | 151.60 | -... | 230.76 | 496.26 14 19 
acific: 
5, Te: 75. 00 nue 42. 30 seins 149. 96 | 267. 26 27 19 75. 00 ‘eicinits 42. 30 18. 00 — 249.99 | 385. 29 29 25 
RN siiicotisndnencclinticntaminctenasiiisiniien 53. 90 pee iaseats 127. 50 | 138.42 | 319.82 15 7 53. 90 eae Peery aeee 212. 50 | 230.76 | 497.16 13 9 
i PE 75. 00 aan 63. 00 alas 138.42 | 276.42 25 16 75. 00 Paes 63. 00 | 367. 67 ae 230. 76 | 736. 43 1 1 



































highways escapes taxation (by means of re- 
funded taxes), and that the amounts vary 
greatly between States. There is no way of 
knowing how much revenue escapes through 
excessive refund claims, but it is probable 
that the total is considerable. 

For example, the stipulation in this study 
for the lightweight automobile is 9,500 miles 
of annual travel at 16.5 miles per gallon, with 
total gasoline consumption of 576 gallons for 
the year. Yet the average for all vehicles in 
one State was less than 576 gallons in both 
1953 and 1954. This undoubtedly had much 
to do with the State legislature’s conclusion 
that taxation of ownership is a more certain 
source of revenue than taxation of use, as 
evidenced by the increase in fees for registra- 
tion of lightweight and mediumweight cars to 
$25 and $35, respectively, and elimination of 
reduced fees for farm trucks. 

Another subject for scrutiny is the collec- 
tion of diesel-fuel taxes. There are numerous 
ways of avoiding or evading the tax on diesel 
fuel, and State authorities charged with col- 
lecting it are in general agreement that a con- 
siderable amount escapes taxation. The au- 
thorities feel that the situation is improving, 


but the fact that kerosene and some heating 
oils can be used as diesel fuel makes it seem 
probable that collection of the tax will remain 
an administrative problem for some time. 


Summary of Comparisons 


The foregoing discussion has been of general 
subjects rather than specific vehicles, except 
for the remarks on farm rates. It is imprac- 
tical to include in this article a full discussion 
of each of the tables and charts presented, but 
there are comparisons and items of special 
interest in connection with each of the vehicles 
that do merit being called to attention. 

Vehicle No. 1, lightweight passenger car 
(table 4; fig. 11).—Registration fees for the 
lightweight passenger car range from $3 to 
$30.47, and total road-user taxes from $28.28 
to $67.91. Since this vehicle is assumed to 
use 576 gallons of gasoline a year, each cent 
of a State’s gasoline-tax rate amounts to a levy 
of $5.76 during the course of a year, or 11 
cents a week. The lowest gasoline-tax rate 
costs the owner of the lightweight passenger 
car 33 cents a week, the highest about 78 cents 
a week. 


There are 11 States with property taxes 
alone that exceed the total of the road-user 
taxes paid in the State ranking lowest. (The 
property tax shown is for the State capital, how- 
ever, and undoubtedly exceeds the average for 
the State in most cases.) 

There are only 14 States in which the total 
road-user taxes on this lightweight automobile 
exceed $52 per year, or $1 per week. In the 
State with the highest road-user taxes on this 
vehicle, the annual amount is $67.91, a little 
less than 19 cents per day. In the State with 
the lowest road-user tax rate on the light- 
weight automobile ($28.28), these taxes 
amount to a little less than 8 cents per day. 

Vehicle No. 2, mediumweight passenger car 
(table 4).—The mediumweight and _light- 
weight passenger cars are representative of far 
more than half of all vehicles on the highways. 
Taxation of automobiles receives less attention 
than taxation of heavier commercial units, but 
automobiles, because of their vast number, 
contribute substantially more in road-user 
taxes. 

Differences between the road-user taxes on 
lightweight automobiles and on those of 
medium weight are not great. The registra- 
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Table 8.—Road-user anc. ,~........_,.operty taxes on a single-unit, three-axle dump truck, 


truck 140. i i 
Sided pateede qvece cckbeke Selene Oe. © ruck are $140.00 and $118.75, respectively. 


Here again the farm vehicle rates offer sub- 


















































tanti i i in- 
Pibetacecielie sta tial fee reductions in many States, in 
cluding Vermont and Wisconsin. 
Rank of State In contrast to the heavier trucks, there are 
State Other | Mileage large numbers of vehicles registered in the ap- 
Registra- | Property or Gasoline ; : : 
tan bas va taxes a and| tonvmile | tox Total Total |, Total, proximate weight range represented by this 
tax fees and peageres’ 12,500-pound unit (the group commonly 
_ tax classed as ‘‘14-ton’’). 
ai es Vehicle No. 5, van truck, 19,000 pounds gross 
| New England: . . 2 
i Maine. a gpeweecenenna= $300 -00 $133. 39 sea | cn $525. 00 $958. 39 9 19 vehicle weight (table 7; fig. 14).—The average 
New Hampshire-.-....------ ie es MOR | on---- 375.00 711.04 38 29 registration f ’ hs 
/ arr See MT ok Sete MR reac: Ul weetuaio 412. 50 832. 50 23 18 i & = pati sas the 19,000 pound van truck 
Massochusetts ee cee ee 120.00 236. 00 Ha pes 375.00 730. 00 33 46 in private service is $112.56. The lowest fee 
OO SS ae ee i Pee Pits cGe. FF - aauwbe 300. 00 594. 40 45 47 * . . . 
Connecticut ae ae SEOs. | SIRGB } nnn} dcccee 450. 00 868. 88 19 36 ($44.44 ae a $1.00 inspection fee 
Middle Atlantic: h i i i 
| New York OO se . |, fr PR Tee $187. 50 300. 00 687. 50 40 32 . arge) 18 ound In Colorado, and the highest 
| New Jersey. a RE SS 240. 00 sere Poe 300. 00 541.00 47 43 is that of Tennessee, $240. Other road-user 
Deloware.eccocsceee| MoO | Lov | Tt | | gem | em] |B taxes—those not included in the motor fuel 
SryIeit.......-..---------=-< . i aa BE, | Pee A 450. 00 860. 00 20 20 or registration ups—becom i 
| District of Columbia -------- 23.00. | ....-- co i oe 450. 00 653. 00 43 | 35 Pea: s ee ee oe 
West OAS “qe ae 242. 00 MOE ie or A ck 450. 00 735. 64 31 | 30 evidence on reaching the vehicles in the 19,000- 
Southeastern: ae 
| Vir inia. Ea Pe 180.00 1g i one a 450. 00 712.17 37 37 pound weight group. In 10 States such 
North Carolina..._..-------- 00 | See fe 525. 00 957.19 11 16 additi 
South Carolina..------------ AO. owe |), es he 525.00 | 1,150.71 3 | 7 a itional fees emoum bed $40 er 
Georgia FRE OT RAS 110. DG de dee | sccces lb aceeos 487. 50 732. 84 32 39 this vehicle in private operation. 
RE SSS ES ten ey Seep et, Ae eee SMT paca 525.00 712. 25 36 28 Tobe 
<a 350.00 | 214.92 =) s... 525.00 | 1,090.67 5 || (UB a Png 6, oe dump truck 
! enmessee. . . ......---------- ee a ee 525. 00 960. 00 7 3 table 8: . 15).—The x 
I eho eaceecca 100.00 | ~25.46 1S... 525.00 | 650.96 | 44 | 38 ( 8; fig. 15) _40,000-pound dump 
{ Mississipp| Bie een eres 271.00 oie) a 525. 00 888.15 17 21 truck, with perhaps minor adjustments of 
East Central: . : 
Ohio Ren el Ge el oa 430. fia 2.00 | 150.00 | 375.00 957.75 10 | 4 axle yr tten would get oerserinti to operate 
Indiana--__-- 00 woe | who | te. 300. 00 810. 45 25 45 in a tates except hin P 
Re ge te coe 640.00 | 86.92 | _... | 2 375.00 | 1,101.92 4 2 . pt Washington. (Its axle 
Michigan Bart Sse re eee as (pate alah | meee | tiene 450. 00 832. 50 2 | 417 spacing and loading are representative of 
OS ee ee pe RARE SRR: ie See S(t eo 450. 00 925.00 14 9 . . : : 
Minnesota tReet Wot Gece 850. 00 SOE tie ee ees 375.00 725. 25 35 | 27 concrete Kmgeos and other —_— equip- 
co, RD BEE Paes ere Weert Rees OF Shae: Sess 450. 00 915. 00 15 10 ment. e Nevada registration fe i 
| Sr es Bee See 100. 00 2 ene |e 225.00 383. 38 48 48 ) 8 si this 
Southwestern: truck is $85, and there are three States in 
WAWNMB? 2.522252 -.-5.--2222 200. 00 Me hans ee 487. 50 727. 68 34 31 : . . : 
| Louisiana a saponin 240.00 | ------ | o2---- | o-0--- 525.00 765.00 28 23 eee pa at Bs a $100. The 
Oklahoma... -----.---------- 395.50 | --.--- | ------ | ------ 7. 50 883. 00 18 12 ighest fee, $640, is found in Illinois, and th 
| NE la didiathdaisenineaininios 360. 8 fb auce | we 375. 00 831. 92 24 26 S y : ee j 
West Central: average for all States is $266.94. The regis- 
North Dakota-...-..-.------ 0:00 | xc... Wi | +....- 450. 00 781. 50 27 22 F : ae 
| South Dakota "dale eee be 407. 50 — ani Lo... 875.00 1, 247. 50 1 1 Fe eg pa mes ag bane oes sage 
ebraska-.....-------------- 405.00 | 103.51 | ---.-- | ------ 450. 958. 51 8 14 are of relative reduced significance 
| | een ae, eo: |) Waede | 5... Pe ..-2c6 375.00 653. 18 42 44 : Y med ; gn Tn 
Mountain: vehicles of this gross weight. The mileage 
NIMS 50 ereeven + os econ ee ne | 525.00 | 1,218.70 2 8 . ; 
| 1 190.00 | =.= | 300.00 | ------ 450.00 | "949.00 | 12 5 and Pears a par be combined Fas 
oming..-...-------------- . 128. 257.50 | ------ . . 55 16 24 registration fees in order to get a signi 
NON a= 55035 eee 211.88 | 128.05 100° occas 450. 00 790. 93 26 33 gi t 8 eucent 
— | Nida EE = = gee | mee | oo * 4 = = a 34 comparison. 
TT TES, ; eens mera res i 08. 3 41 : 7 mae 
len oat arag Rand Rs 200.00 See ee Py eet 375.00 745.15 30 40 Vehicle No. 7, 40,000 pound combination 
- a Species Be Se 85.00 | 149.35 | 375.30 | ------ 450.00 | 1,059.65 6 11 (table 10; fig. 16)—The 40,000-pound com- 
acitic: ° ° e ° 
he ee, CC |e | i |e eee) Eeneeans Meme bination is typical of the largest group of 
0-00 | .<-.-< 90:00) |" ...<.. 450. 00 929. 00 13 6 er . . : 
ee 975.00 | 2... 12200 | 2227 450.00 | 847.00| 21 15 combinations, and is found in Substantial 
numbers even where much heavier vehicles 
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tion fees for this vehicle range from $3 to 
$40.19. The $40.19 fee applies in Oklahoma, 
and this fee combined with the computed 
$47.06 payment of gasoline tax (the Oklahoma 
gasoline-tax rate is 6% cents per gallon) 
amounts to a total payment of $87.25, the 
largest total of road-user taxes on this vehicle 
in any State. However, there is no property 
tax on motor vehicles in Oklahoma and if 
property taxes are included for States in which 
they are imposed, Oklahoma ranks seventeenth 
in total fees and taxes. Massachusetts, on the 
other hand, imposes a registration fee of only 
$9, and with a 5-cent gasoline tax collects a 
total of $45.20 in road-user taxes on the 
mediumweight sedan. If the property tax of 
$56.50 is added, however, the total becomes 
$101.70—-substantially greater than the total 
of the Oklahoma taxes. 

Vehicle No. 8, pickup truck (table 5; fig. 
12).—The registration fees for the pickup 
truck in private use are slightly higher in most 
States than those on passenger cars. How- 
ever, large numbers of pickup trucks are 
registered at reduced farm rates. The lowest 
registration fee for the pickup truck in any 
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State is $3 (Louisiana), and this rate applies 
to farm service only. In six States the regis- 
tration fee for the pickup in-ordinary (non- 
farm) service is less than $10. The highest 
registration fee for the pickup truck in private 
(non-farm) service is found in the District of 
Columbia, $44. 

It is probable that pickup trucks outnumber 
the total of all other trucks in many States. 
Although the total taxes on each pickup are 
relatively small compared with taxes on 
heavier vehicles, the large number of pickups 
makes this an extremely important category 
from a revenue standpoint. 

Vehicle No. 4, stake truck, 12,500 pounds 
gross vehicle weight (table 6; fig. 13).—Vehicles 
in the 12,500-pound group are subject to 
registration fees which in some States break 
away rather sharply from the fees charged on 
automobiles and pickup trucks, although this 
is not true in all cases. The stake truck can 
be registered in Georgia and Wyoming for $15, 
in Virginia for $19.50, and in Missouri for $20. 
At the other end of the registration-fee scale 
for this vehicle are Wisconsin and Vermont 
where the fees for the 12,500-pound stake 


are permitted. It is legal in all States. The 
average road-user tax payment on it in 
private operation is $794.74. The Colorado 
registration fee on this combination is nominal, 
$22.50; but this low registration fee is accom- 
panied by a substantial mileage tax. In 
Alabama and Georgia, the only two States 
that still retain the ‘‘manufacturer’s rated 
capacity” basis of assessing registration fees, 
the registration fees are $75 and $135, res- 
pectively, and neither of the two States 
imposes a mileage tax. However, the gas- 
oline-tax rate in Alabama is 7 cents per 
gallon and in Georgia, 6% cents per gallon. 

It is interesting to note in table 9 (p. 57) that 
some States impose on the tractor by far the 
larger part of the total taxes on the combina- 
tion, whereas in others the semitrailers carry a 
relatively large part of the total tax. Al- 
though the differences between the taxes on 
vehicle Number 7 in private operation and the 
same vehicle in contract service are not dis- 
cussed in detail here, the variations between 
the types and the total amounts of taxes on 
the different services are very great in some 
States. 


(Text continued on page 57) 
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Prepared by the Bureau of Public Roads July 1,.1956 




















































































































Length—feet? Number of towed units3 Axle load—pounds Gross weight lisit 
Single unit a Single Tandem appt 
width Height Truck Other trailer Including including ‘ps 
Line State 2 enisier Seni- Full : tatut tatuto Formule Any 
inches ft.-in. rac = statutory statutory 
Truck Bus semi- >. trailer | trailer = Statutory | enforce- — enforce- | (700 of restriction - pane 
trailer Pe limit eent imit aant equation of 
tolerance tolerance axles 
ee 
1 | Alabama 96 12-6 B 40 50 oP 1 ae NP 18,000 19,800 36,000] 39,600 | Table 
2| Arizona 96 13-6 40 40 65 65 \ \ 2 18,000 32,000 Table ener | 
3| Arkansas 96 13-6 35 40 50 50 ' ' NP 18,000} 718,500 32,000 32,500| Spec. maximum? 
4 | California 6 13-6 35 935 1060 60 NR NR MP 18,000 32,000 Table under | 
ee BL 
5 | Colorado 1196 12-6 K -) 40 60 60 ! 2 2 18,000 36,000 Formula-spec. limits 800 (L+ 4) 
6 | Connecticut 102 12-6 45 45 45 KP r NP WP 22,400 22,843 36,000 36,720| Spec. lim.-tire cap. 
7 | Delaware 96 12-65 ks) 42 50 60 ' 1 2 20,000 36, 000 Table-spec. limits 53 
8 | District of Columbia 96 12-6 35 35 50 50 \ ' KP 22,000 38,000 Table 
9 | Florida 9) %12-6 12 95 40 50 50 ' ' NP 20,000 22,000 40,000 44,000 | Table 
10 | Georgia 96 13-6) +39) +u5 48 48 \ ! NP} 18,000] 20,340) 36,000} 40,680] Spec. maximum 4 
1 | Newaii 96 13-0 40 40 55 65 ' ! 2 24,000 30,800 Formula 55 800 (L+4) | under | 
12 | Idaho 1596 14-0 35 16 40 €0 65 \ ' 2| 17 18,000 17 32,000 Table 17 
13 | Illinois 96 13-6 42 42 50 50 \ ! 2| 1%18,000 32,000 Spec. lim.-tire cao. 
14 | Indiana 96 13-6 36 40 50 50 \ " 2} 1748,000} 1919,000] 1932,000| 2933,000] Spec. lim.-tire can. 19 
15 | lowe 9} 612-6 35 1649 20 y5 NP I NP NP 18,000 18,540 32,000 32,960 | Table | 
16 | Kansas 96 12-6 k=] 1649 50 50 I 1 NP 18,000 32,000 Table } 
17 | Kentucky 96| 2142-6 2235 2295 56 yg NP \ NP ae 18,000} 518,900] 32,000] 5733,600] Spec. lim.-tire cap.>° Ri 
18 | Loulsiane 9) 612-6 35 16 uo 50 60 1 ' xP 18,000 32,000 Axle lim.-tire cap. 
19 | Maine 96| 2312-6 as) 7845) 2445) (FS 1 \ NP} 22,000 __ 32,000 Table-tire cap.25 \ 
20 | Maryland 9} 612-6 55 55 55 55 WR wR NR 22,400 640,000 Formula 850 (L+ 40) 
21 | Massachusetts 96 ye 35 1649 45 we ! NP NP 22,400 38, 000 Table-spec. limits 1,000 (L+ 95) 
22 | Michigan 96 612-6 35 40 55 55 1 1 2] 28 18,000 29 32,000 Axle lim.-tire cap. 
23 | Minnesota 9) 612-6 40 40 45 45 1 1 KP 18,000 Mt Table 
2% | Mississippi 96} 612-6 35 40 5945 45 ' ' NP 18,000 28,650 | 3°32,000| Table-tire cap. 
25 | Missouri or 12-6 35 40 45 45 ' ! 2 18,000 32,000 Table 
26 | Montana 1596 13-6 35 40 60 60 1 1 319 18,000 32,000 Table Under | 
27 | Nebraska % 12-6 35 1640 50 50 ' 1 NP 18,000 8,900 32,000 33,600 | Table Under : 
28 | Nevada ¥ WR wp MR we we WR MR NR 18,000 18,900 32,000 33,600 | Table Under | 
29 | New Hampshire 6 13-6 35 16 40 45 45 mR WR 4B 22,400 36,000 ’ Tables-spec. limits 
20 | New Jersey 96 13-6 35 33 35 45 34 50 1 ' we] =. 22, 400 23,520 32,000 33,600 | Spec. limits 
31 | New Mexico 3596 13-6 4a 40 6 6 1 1 2 21,600 34,320 Table Under | 
32 | New York - 96 13-0 35 3635 50 50 1 ! uP 22,400 36,000 Formula 3%, 000+ A50L 
33 | North Carolina 6} 612-6 F 16 yo a8 48 ! 1 WP 18,000 19,000} 36,000} 38,000] Spec. limits 
3 | North Dakota ¥* 12-6 12 35 16 49 50 50 \ ' WP} 18,000 30,000 Formula 650 & 750 (L+W)| Under | 
35 | Ohio | 612-6 35; ‘uo 50 60 ' WR WR} 19,000 3731,500 Formula 800 (L+¥7.5) 
36 | Oklahoma 6 13-6 35 45 50 50 ' ' NP 18,000 32,000 Table 
37 | Oregon 96} 3812-6 35 30 u9 30 §5 30 60 ' ' 30 2] 3% 18,000 39 32,000 Table 4° Under | 
38 | Pennsylvania | 12-6 35 16 4 50 50 1 1 ne 22,400 23,072 36,000 37,086 | Spec. limits #2 
39 | Puerto Rico 5* 
WO | Rhode island 102 12-6 40 wo 50 50 ' I NP 22,400 NS Spec. limits 
41 | South Carolina % 12-6 12 35 1649 50 50 ' ' NP 20,000 32,000 Table 
42 | South Dekota ea 13-0 35 1640 50 50 1 1 NP 18,000 i Table 
43 | Tennessee ¥* 12-6 35 40 45 45 \ 1 WP 18,000 32,000 Table 
44 | Texas 6 13-6 35 40 50 50 ' ' WP 18,000 18,900 32,000 33,600 | Table 
45 | Uteh 98 14-0 45 45 ro) 60 WR wR NR 18,000 33,000 Table 
46 | Vermont 96 12-6 50 50 50 50 | 1 we NS 60 NS Spec. lim.-tire cap. 
47 | Virginia | ‘12-6 35 30 yo 50 50 \ 1 we | 18 18,000 32,000 Table 
48 | Washington 9} 12-6 35 16 40 0 60 ' ' 472] 18,000 | 4818,500] 32,000 | %833,000 | Table-spec. tim, 4y Under 
49 | West Virginia 96 612-6 5 1649 45 45 1 ! WP 18,000 18,900 32,000 33,600 | Table 
50 | Wisconsin ec 6 12-6 35 40 50 50 1 1 wP 18,000 | 5° 19,500 30,000 32,000 | Table-formula 51 1,000 (L+ 26) 
51 | Wyoming ae 13-6 40 40 60 60 \ ' 2 18,000 32,000 | 5236,000 | Table 
AASHO Policy 96 12-6 35 1640 50 60 1 \ nP 18,000 32,000 Table 1,025 (L+2¥)-3" 
Higher 2 20 15 28 14 5 5 7 20 30 29 Formula 6 
Number of States Same 48 20 35 18 22 10 45 38 20 20 16 Table 3! 
Lower ’ 0 0 0 4 14 35 0 5 0 0 5 Specified limits 13 











WP—HNot perni tted. 


WR—Not restricted. 


NS—Not specified. 


1Various exceptions for farm and construction equipment; public utility vehicles; urban, suburban, and schoo! 


2Various exceptions for utility vehicles and loads. 
4when not specified, limited to number possible in practical combinations within permitted length limits. 
‘Legally specified or established by administrative regulation. 
SCanputed under the following conditions to permit comparison on a uniform basis between States with different 


types of regulation: 


A. Front axle load of 8,000 pounds, 
3. Maximum practical wheelbase within applicable length limits: 
(1) Minimum front overhang of 3 feet. 
(2) In the case of a 4axle truck-tractor semitrailer, rear overhang computed as necessary to dis- 


buses; haulage of agricultural and forest products; at wheels of vehicles; for safety accessories, and on desig- 
nated highways. 


tribute the maximum possible uniform load on the maximum permitted length of semitrailer to the single drive-axle 
of the tractor and to the tandem axles of the semitrailer, within the permitted load limits of each. 


(3) in the case of a combination having 5 or more axles; minimum possible combined front and rear 


C. Including statutory enforcement tolerances as applicable. 
6 uto transports 13 feet 6 inches. 
7Does not apply to combinations of aajacent load-carrying single axles. 
®56.000 pounds on load-carrying axles, exclusive of steering-axle load. 
90n specific routes in urban or suburban service under special permit from P.U.C. 40 feet. 
10 Limited by 40-foot maximum length of semitrailer to 55-foot practical maximum length in combination. 


11 Buses 102 inches 


12 Three-axle vehicles 40 feet. 
13 Truck 39 feet 6 1/2 inches; Bus 45 feet 2.4 inches 
14 63,280 pounds maximum, except on roads under Rural Roads Authority 56,000 pounds maximum. 
15 guses 102 inches on highways of surfaced width at least 20 feet or otherwise as administratively authorized. 


overhang assumed to be 5 feet, with maximum practical load on maximum permitted length of semitrailer, subject to 
control of loading on axle groups and on total wheelbase as applicable. 








16Less than three axles 35 feet. 
17$pecial limits for vehicles hauling timber and timber products, ores, conmttites, ag 


tural products including livestock: 


single axle 18,900 pounds, tandem axle 37, 


pounds, 


vehicle with 3 or 4 axles permitted 56,000 pounds maximum at 21-foot axle spacing, vehicle 
permitted 79,000 pounds maximum at 43-foot axle spacing. 
18 Qn designated highways; 16,000 pounds on other highways. 
190n designated highways, single axle 22,400 pounds, tandem axle 36,000 pomds; foleranc 


total of all excesses of weight under one or more limitations of axle load and 


' 


wei ght 


20 auto transports with load permitted overall length of 47 feet under annual mit. 


210n designated highways; || feet 6 inches on other highways. 


220n designated highways; trucks 26.5 feet and buses 30 feet on other high’ 
23 Including load 14 feet. 
24 including load 46 feet 6 inches. 
25 Trucks hauling forest products, brakes on 3 axles at 18-foot minimum spacing 8,000 po 
construction materials, brakes on 3 axles at 16-foot minimum spacing 48,000 pounds» 

26 Spaced less than 48 inches 36,000 pounds. 
27 Subject to axle and tabular limits. 
28Single axle spaced: less than 9 feet from nearest axle limited to 13,000 pum — 

290n designated highways only and limited to one tandem axle in combination; erwise 2 
300n designated highways only. 


31Semitrailer and semitrailer converted to full trailer by means of a dolly. 


32 Qual-drive axles; otherwise 40,000 pounds. 
33 Or as prescribed by P.U.C. 
34 Exception for poles, pilings, structural units, etc., permitted 70 feet: 
50n designated highways 102 inches. : 
36 Trackless trolleys and 3-axle buses 40 feet. 
37$paced less than 4 feet 24,000 pounds. , 
38Certain types of vehicles and commodities under special permit on designate! highways 
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uly 1, 1956 
lait Specified maximum gross weight—pounds* | Practical maximum gross weight—pounds5 
Applicable to: Truck Truck-tractor semitrailer Truck Truck-tractor semitrailer 
. Total Other Other 
' ne wheel comb i- omi- | 
. 7 eee 2-axle 3-axle 3-axle 4-axle 5-axle | nation 2-axle 3-axle 3-axle §-axle 5-axle nation ° 2 
axles only FPS Es E 
~ ad - 
fog x 27,000] 47,600} 47,600] 60,010| 64, 650 we} 4 3 3 2. 
under 18" | Over 18° 26,000} 40,000} 44,000] 58,000) 72,000] 76,800) 2 Se - —-S 
26,500} 40,500} 45,000] 59,000) 65,000} 65,000) 3 a F-= - + 
under 18" | Over 18! 26,000} 40,000] 44,000} 58,000} 72,000} 76,000) % 5 Se & S a 
(+4) F x] 30,000] 46,000 26,000} 44,000] 44,000] 62,000} 75,000 76,000) 5 4 = 8 fF 
32,000} 50,000; 60,000} 60,000) 60,000 NP 30, 848 44,720 51,000 61,200 61,200 wP § cr) ep ae ° % 
x 30, 40,000 48,000 60,000 60,009 60,000 28,000 40,000 48,000 56,350 60,000 60,000 7 = - = 8 L. 
Xx 30,000 46,000 52,000 58,450 61,490 64,650 8 3 + = F 
x 30,000 52,000 52,000 65,200 71,005 71,015 9 3 3 4 
63, 280 28, 40 48, 680 48, 680 63, 280 63, 280 63,280} 10 = = + - 9 
(L+) | undor 18" | Over 18° 32,000| 38,800] 56,000] 62,800} 69,600| 78,000| 11 FS ES - 
Xx 26,000 40, 000 44,000 58,000 72,000 76,800 12 . + = = g 
36,000} 41,000} 45,000} 59,000} 68,000] 72,000} 26,000} 40,000] 44,000} 58,000) 68,000) 72,000] 13 E — . 
72,000 27,000 41,000 45,000 59, 000 73,000 73,000 1% cE oS - rd ¥ 
| x 26,540| 40,960] 45,080|  59,500| 88,457 wel 1S -S ES d 
} x 26,000 40, 006 44,000 55,470 63, 890 63, 880 16 — = = 
36,000} 50,060} 54,000| 59,640] 59,640 WP] 26,900] 41,690] 45,800) 59,640) 59,680 we| 17 3 3 , Fe 
26,090 40,000 44, 000 58,000 72,000 76,000 18 Fo a - 5 
\ x 32,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 3,000 40,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 19 = © — 4 = 
(L+ 40) _ 65, 000 65, 000 30,400 48,000 52,800 @,000 65,000 65,000 2 P 7 = - a 
(L+35) x'2746,000 | 2760,000 | 2760,000 | 2760,000 | 2760,000 NP} 30,400 44,000] 52,800] 60,000} 60,000 we} i 7 E- o F 
28,000 | 340,000| 44,000] 3958,000| 3°66,000 | 29102,000| 22 i : eo Ff 
x 26,000 36,000 48,000 54,000 65, 500 65,500 23 = = 4 a 
x 26,000 36, 650 44,000} 3°54,660 | 3°55,960 | 3°955,980 a < E + 9 
xX 26,000] 40,000} 44,000! 55,470|  60,010| 60,010| 25 E 3 a i 
Under 18' | Over 18! 26,000 40,000 44,000 58,000 72,000 76,000 26 = = - be 
Under 22' | Over 22' 26,780 41,200 45,320 57,18 66,590 66,580 27 oa 3 - 8 La» 
under 18' | Over 18! 26,900 | 41,600] 45,800 ,000} 7%,000| 76,800) 2 -" = = s 
X| 33,400 | 247,500 52,800 66,400 30,400 44,000 52,800 66,400 66,400 66,400 2 4 a °o a be 
30,000 | 90,000} 60,000 60,000 | 60,000] 60,000]  31,500/ 41,600|  55,00| 63,000 63,000|  63,000| 30 FoF ct oF 
Under 18' | Over 18' 29,600 42,320 51,200 63,920 76,0 86,400 31 4 = - 
0+ BA, XK 30,400 | 94,000} 52,800] 65,000} 65,000} 65,000} 32 ; * re 
31,500 46, 200 46,200 58,800 58, 800 58,800 27,000 46,000 46,000 58, 800 58, 800 58, 800 33 z — ° eg - 
(+) | under 18* | Over 18° 26,000 | 38,000) 44,000}  56,000| 63,750| 63,750, 3% ae > & a 
L+ 473) x 27,000} 39,500) 96,000; 58,500| 71,000; 78,000| 35 .. ie. ft o 
x 26,000 40,000 44,000 55,470 60,000 60,000 % o > © be Ww 
under 18" | Over 18° 72,000 | 76,000| 26,000] 40,000} 44,000/ 58,000) 72,000} 76,000| 937 F =  - = 
33,000 47,000 50,000 60,000 60,000 62,000 31,072 45,080 51,500 61,800 61,800 63,860 38. = 4 = 4 a o tT] 
39 4 = =—-= &- 
2 36,000 |“344,000 |““50,000 | “560,000 60,000 88,000 30,400 44,000 50,000 60,000 60,000 88,000 “oO a sf g PN Ww 
x 28,000 | 40,000}  48,000| 60,000] 66,839) 71,115| 4 3 3 o . 2 
x 26,000 40,000 44,000 55,470 61,490 650 42 = fo) _ = a oOo 
x 26,000 | 40,000 , . 55,980} 43,500) 43 : © £.@ 4 N 
X 26, 900 $1,600 45, 800 57,044 61,50 61,30; & os -— = a 
= = 
x 26,000} 41,000 44,000} 59,000} 7%,000/ 79,900) 45 = = a 
30,000 | 40,000 | 50,000 | “660,000 | "660,000 |*660,000 | 30,000} 40,000| 50,000) 60,000] 60,000| 60,000] 46 oo F£ °° 
x 39§6,800 |3°56,800 | 26,000} 40,000} 44,000) 56,600| 56,600| 56,800| 47 r=. ££. . = 
Under 18'| Over 18'| 28,000 | 36,000 | 46,000} 60,000) 68,000] 72,000) 26,000/  36,000| ,000| 60,000/ 68,000/ 72,000] 48 E = 
x 26,900 | %1,600| %5,800|] 57,648) 63,680) 63,880] 40 a = ~~ 
D (L+ 26) Xx 27,500 40,000 47,000 59,500 68,000 68,000; 50 ro o : = 
x 26,000 | 44,000} 48,000) 62,000 | 73,000| 73,000] -5I 7 ow 2 r 
= . ' a 
+a0)-at! x 26,000 | 40,000} 44,000] 55,870) 61,490| 71,900 3 = 
3 _ — Oo 
\ 29 25 29 43 4 is Fo fF A — 
. ae 21 19 21 4 2 0 eS Ew a, <<” 
0 6 ) 3 1% 32 E =>. 
39 Logging vehicles permitted 3-foot wheelbase tolerance, 19,000-pound single axle, 34,000-pound tandem axle. Fo z 3 - 
concentiites, aggregates, and agricul- 4OGoverns gross weight permitted on highways designated by resolution of State highway commission. aS ee : - 
je 37,80)Pounds, gross weight table: 41Single wit truck with 4 axles permitted 60,000 pounds. 4 Em e, 
spacing, vehicle with 5 or more axles 42 axles spaced less than 6 feet 32,000 pounds; less than 12 feet 36,000 pounds; 12 feet or more gross weight or = rio 
} governed by axle limit. C = os 
43 single vehicle with 3 or more axles spaced less than 16 feet 40,000 pounds; less than 20 feet 44.000 pounds: OS £F bf i 
) pounds tolerance of 1,000 pounds on 20 feet or more governed by axie limit. Be. a ' a 
d and — “Tractor semitrailer with 3 or more axles spaced less than 22 feet 46,000 pounds; not less than 27 feet 50,000 4 = a a 
nual permit. pounds. = F — 
4Saxles spaced 27 feet or more. an = a 
ighways- 46 Tandem axles on trailer equipped with adequate brakes. et Er 8 ¥ 
47 under State highway commission rules. tat - 2 : - 
: 48within discretion of enforcement officer. a - _. 
spacing 48,000 pounds; trucks hauling 49Vehicles hauling logs permitted wheelbase and gross weight tolerances. Discretionary enforcement tolerances E " i 
00 pounds. not included in computation of practical maximum gross weights. = 2 > ° bo 
5° axle load 21,000 pounds on 2-axle tricks hauling unmanufactured forest products. - : © = 
510n Class A highways. a 2 - 
pound 52 Based on ruling of Attorney General. Fe - - 
tion; otherwise 26,000 pounds. 53 Legal limit 60,000 pounds. 3 = y 
S4 withheld pending approval of new statutes. ES FE ° 2 
jolly. 55700 (Lt¥O) under 18'-800(L+40) 18 feet and over 900(L+40) on highways having no structure with span of 20 3 E ; a 
feet or over. = nae L_> © 
56 Class AA highways; 45 feet on other highways. ° = 7 
pet: 57 Class AA highweys only. o ” “ 
58 Yaximum gross weight on Class A highways 42,000 pounds; on Class B highways 30,000 pounds. ¥ $ ¥ = ¥ $ 
59 auto transports permitted 50 fect su =} = t 
signatté highways up to 13 feet 6 inches. vehicles registered before July 1, 1956 permitted limits in effect January 1, 1956 for life of 
vehicle. 
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vehicle weight (No. 7), in private operation 


Table 9.—Road-user and personal-property taxes on the tractor and the semitrailer of a three-axle combination, 40,000 pounds gross 
























Tractor truck Semitrailer 
State Mileage Mileage 
Registra- | Property | Other taxes} or ton- Gasoline Total Registra- | Property |Other taxes| or ton- Total 
tion fee tax and fees mile tax tax tion fee tax and fees mile tax 
New England: | 
EE Seen, sore we $300. 00 tt |e $560. 00 $930.39 | 500, 4 GOO OD) eee $122.00 
De SID oc... newnwnscadocene ae ee Bee Eo cncwcon 400. 00 Sl ae ee ee a ae see 46. 80 
/ SE a eae CE Gi Grate F Supceees. Wo comenene 440.00 860. 00 EGR | eublicns, | cumacome 4! “ceases 15.00 
CO are 120.00 2 eee ee 400. 00 645. 00 2. 00 De OD deceees T CE 118.00 
Re i Rees S 127.00 Me, \b scecarce -. ovenoues 320. 00 534. 27 2.00 meee 2 sents Uh ssboeeee 82. 60 
eee 200. 00 We. 8 eee es 480.00 EE 2 fb aeeceede SOR. f teeccadcm I) ccomsted 123. 88 
Middle Atlantic: 
ee, SESE eee eer ap ee oe eee $400. 00 320. 00 799. 00 162. 50 | n------- | ---2---- | -------- 162. 50 
CEE SE ae Rome A ae eae 320. 00 431.00 Ae ee ae. <eccl 91.00 
See eS a eee ry eee yee 480. 00 670.00 TERED: | wstessce Be ceeeeee Botte 125. 00 
Rg oxas been idenanunuceGre SE eee eae: cee 400. 00 495.70 CS. Se ae ery poe ere ee 77.30 
Nk ions horoaics inl graanlenamcael 2 a eee, See 480. 60 545. 00 100.00 | TRA F decssee® FP utscmes 115.00 
Dstrict of Commbin............-.<.-~.. ih serene ee ee ieee 480. 00 555. 00 1 -cokeeue Aw ft -2ices 75. 00 
EE PE ii cccncaanuncacosssesenees a i) ee Gece: 480.00 725. 91 15.00 | Bae UY swécccee Ol akeeeeee 41.18 
Southeastern: | 
ere eee eee . Sa Ae ae eee 480.00 584. 33 150.00 | 68. 64 218. 64 
eS ae eee SE. i= GUE 10s wristaatais- 10 ateioweuns 560. 00 793. 55 144.00 | 96. 60 240. 60 
PE SIRS oe icine tawncdcncsenen  - wee > Se a eee 560. 00 789. 71 96.00 | 109.72 205. 72 
EER ES eee ee pee A) RW 520. 00 618. 41 110.00 65. 98 175. 98 
| NAS a ee ESS _ . Ae ee ae mone 560. 00 647.15 pk a nee 109. 75 
__ SARE Ee ae aS” | SS 560. 00 eo ) ee | 103.48 103. 48 
a eee ee Md eetend tT opens | acccaces 560. 00 We OF atecsces | eccemeeen £  peawetelo WP ake) eee 
RRs 8.50 ce Sane alk eal leen a a res 560. 00 745. 66 25. 00 124. 80 150. 30 
oon iciwcen ta cunsodeeeuanee See 4 OD onccasa 8 ~eowcmoes 560. 00 912. 41 11.00 75. 74 86.74 
East Central: 
Ceti oi ool aemeanuamed 152. 25 400. 00 400. 00 954. 25 pS a ee 132.65 
SSeS eS See 2 nce co ceca Eo eeaences 320. 00 se ees 78. 63 78. 63 
EE eerie ae ee ar CR Pe a a 400. 00 Ree 4 seavnios 21.81 21.81 
Michigan Ns leea sO ee ee Ce 480. 00 634. 05 eee hb) Seenious 142. 35 
Wisconsin OY Gen! Besar! Beste 480. 00 955, 00 AMT ccoesoss 10.00 
Minnesota ME © vent SA <a © Scassces 400. 00 750. 25 ee ores 10.25 
Cg, aly) EEE) eee ee ents 480.00 915.00 | We 2 seeeccee |} secdccen 9) aenuenan . 00 
Missouri-_- eee oh cae “dec 240.00 575. 02 7.00 | Se 2 ssasawee. & Matsa 44. 36 
Southwestern: | 
Arkansas_ a a a a | eeoeeneee ae 520. 00 754. 56 5.00 | WD acecewe. B) dececens 34. 40 
Louisiana BUM, © asdacnce B+ cccsnuie A sackcenet 560. 00 700. 00 Tl Bae Prccraneees Bette. 120.00 
Oklahoma WE OW Seats OF aecewere f wcewnaes 520. 00 570. 50 De. "T »sbteces. Vi oteceves “2 Seeccebos. 295. 50 
.. ae a a <a ee eee 400. 00 601. 95 117.00 See  h nicietex, 2 Gaseous 159.05 
West Central: 
North Dakota-_- i a a i eee 480. 00 eS ee | secauten” 9) Geeeeee  cassmens 1) pee 
South Dakota a See ae ee es 400. 00 717. 50 2 a ee a 266. 00 
Nebraska 440. 00 fae 0 wedmeeite Ib accamcss 480. 00 965. 81 1.00 | fe BRO ee 79. 33 
onde coe cwscnnuse sem nonmcat 300. 00 93. 85 RS -f) cccstes 400. 00 803. 85 20.00 | ORae }) ncicenas. | cdccteen 102. 20 
Mountain: 
Montana 60.00 eee OP oes 2 eee 560. 00 774. 97 40. 00 Pere E Gaeeeend. Eek 183.13 
Tricine coacctncsaceamancsncets SP eet ee ccs 532. 00 480.00 1,112.00 Re | wtscesce, | aousdeee Tl ubsesec 2.00 
ee see 40.00 67. 57 2. 50 158. 30 400. 00 668. 37 40.00 62. 40 2. 50 $182. 50 287. 40 
See 17. 50 67. 57 Xk ae ee eee 480.00 566. 07 5.00 | Cee Ff Steewnen 837.44 904. 84 
MI cies ccoccintamnndasise neces ee  atietees F cceence 4 # access 480.00 583. 50 3 Ae ee, RY BRS oe | ee eee 73.00 
MN tr asin nicnincnncn cede cicnebsri keeles 55.35 Say aaa 400. 00 531. 55 51.45 | eee | weskenan Pt Amoncaac 121. 85 
EE So ee eee Se st 200. 00 > Be SES ees cae 400. 00 667. 77 5.00 ee as ee, ee ee 87. 92 
. a “SRR Seas eens ee 39. 50 126.75 BORGO” Bb sccccees 480. 00 801. 25 36.50 | 117.00 MS fo aesce 298. 30 
acific: | 
fi IA AOE ETS ORE i eer See OH See 520. 00 664. 20 ae eS Cee fl Soden 99.00 
Seid od sancncawanneunbweicmeccnae et ee Peer 760. 00 480. 00 1, 296. 00 See F eececnce Pf Sea fl Jeeeeuees 51.10 
a EE Ne Pern era: SW cede Choe ° 2 acous ate 480. 00 622. 00 SUS |l acaceenn Wee | wcscdeac 168.00 





















































Vehicle No. 8, 50,000-pound gasoline-powered 
combination (table 11; fig. 17)—The 50,000- 
pound combination is now legal in all States 
except Kentucky, and can be operated in 
Kentucky with reduced load. The average 
registration fee for this combination is $316.44 
when in private service, but in contract service 
the average registration fee is $342.61. The 
highest annual total of road-user taxes in 
private service is $2,772.88, and in contract 
service the highest total of road-user taxes is 
$2,793.83. 

Figure 21 (p. 66) compares, for this com- 
bination and for the 40,000-pound combina- 
tion, the tax costs in cents-per-mile of private 
and contract operation. 

Vehicle No. 9, 50,000-pound diesel-powered 
combination (table 12; fig. 18).—The 50,000- 
pound diesel-powered combination, empty, is 
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somewhat heavier than the 50,000-pound 
gasoline combination and thus carries a cor- 
respondingly smaller payload when operating 
at full capacity. (It is also a somewhat more 
expensive combination than the one with 
gasoline power and is subject to greater prop- 
erty taxes in many States.) Offset against 
this, however, is its substantial saving in 
total fuel cost, including tax. (The diesel 
combination is assumed to save one-third in 
fuel gallonage.) The saving in fuel is highly 
desirable from almost any standpoint, but 
the resulting reductions in fuel-tax contribu- 
tions for the support of highways poses a 
problem. Seven States have already imposed 
higher rates on diesel fuel in an effort to obtain 
a tax contribution similar to that of gasoline- 
powered vehicles. Vermont does not tax 
diesel fuel but does impose an equalization fee. 


(Tables 10-13 and figures 18-22 follow) 


The relation between taxes paid on a gasoline- 
powered combination of 50,000 pounds gross 
weight and a similar diesel-powered combina- 
tion may be developed by comparison of data 
in tables 11 and 12. 

A comparison of the tax costs in cents per 
mile for private use and contract operation is 
given in figure 22 (p. 67) for this combination 
(vehicle No. 9), and also for vehicle Nos. 10 
and 11, the heaviest diesel-powered com- 
binations. 

This study was made in late 1955 and early 
1956, and does not take into consideration State 
legislation of the 1956 sessions. Size and weight 
limiiations reported on page 38 do not agree 
in every instance with the table on pages 54-55, 
which shows State legal maximum limits of mo- 
tor-vehicle sizes and weights as of July 1, 1956. 
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Cost Comparison of Force Account 
and Contract Construction on Five 
Necondary Projects in North Carolina 


BY THE FINANCIAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE RESEARCH BRANCH 


BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 


This article presents the results of com- 
prehensive job cost studies made on three 
contract and two force account secondary 
road projects in North Carolina during 1952 
and 1953. A complete study of the relative 
merits of contract and force account meth- 
ods would require a much wider coverage 
of kinds and conditions of highway work. 
Additionally, it would be necessary that 
social and economic benefits of the two 
methods be analyzed, that inherent man- 
agerial and operational advantages of each 
method be carefully weighed, and that 
policy considerations be reviewed. These 
broader phases of the problem are not part 
of this study. It is essential that this fact 
be recognized in appraising the findings 
presented herein. 

This article is published because of its 
widespread general interest rather than for 
any current importance it has in North 
Carolina. The findings of this study may 
be of considerable value to other countries 
where the force account method is a more 
common practice than in the United 
States. 


OTH the contract and force account 
methods of doing highway construction 
and maintenance work have their place in 
the pattern of highway development. In 
general, the contract method prevails in con- 
struction where standards of materials and 
performance are specified and controlled, and 
items of work are planned for construction and 
measurement. Maintenance work is gener- 
ally done by the force account method, but 
there is a definite trend to do a greater per- 
centage by the contract method. 

Even though there may be general accept- 
ance of the traditional policy of doing con- 
struction by contract, it does not preclude an 
occasional examination of doing work by the 
force account method. When judiciously 
managed, the latter method can be a stabiliz- 
ing influence in situations where the contract 
mechanism falls short of meeting its full obli- 


1 This article was presented at the 35th Annual Meeting 
of the Highway Research Board, Wash., D. C., Jan. 1956, 
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gation. Such a situation could be brought 
about by a rapid increase in volume of high- 
way work accompanied by a shortage of con- 
tractors, lack of competition, and rising prices. 
These were among the factors that concerned 
the North Carolina State Highway and Public 
Works Commission after the State undertook 
its expanded program of secondary road con- 
struction in 1949. 


This secondary road construction program 
involved the expenditure of $200 million over 
a 4-year period. The North Carolina State 
Highway and Public Works Commission, 
which has jurisdiction over all rural roads, 
elected to do a substantial portion of the 
construction program with its own forces and 
proceeded to purchase about $5 million of 
additional road equipment. Legal steps were 
taken by outside parties, without success, to 
block such purchases and to require that all 
construction be done by contract. 


Still later, use of Federal-aid secondary 
funds in constructing some of the secondary 
projects with State forces was requested. Sub- 
sequent arrangements provided that several 
of these projects would be set up and con- 
structed by either contract or State force 
methods. It was further agreed that the 
Bureau of Public Roads would make cost 
studies on these projects. The number of 
projects involved was eventually reduced to 
five by contract and three by State forces. Of 
these, three contract and two force account 
projects were selected by the Bureau of Public 
Roads for detailed unit cost studies during 
1952 and 1953. The five projects, totaling 
about 41 miles in length and costing about 
$735,000, were situated in central North 
Carolina. 


The purpose of these studies was to develop 
facts on the comparative costs of the two 
methods of doing work. It was generally 
accepted that the usefulness of the study 
results would be principally in furnishing 
certain factual background on each method, in 
minimizing unsubstantiated claims as _ to 
excessive economies of one method over the 
other, and in keeping the main issues involved 
from being complicated by minor unresolved 
details. 


Pertinent Items 


The results presented relate only to the five 
projects studied. They should not be viewed 
as being specifically applicable to all contract 
and force account construction. The following 
items are pertinent: 

1. Construction work on each job appeared 
to reflect normal patterns of operation. 
There was no evidence of special efforts to 
make a “‘good showing.” 

2. Quality of completed work seemed to be 
about the same on all jobs. 

3. Contractors obtained their aggregates 
from commercial sources; the State produced 
most aggregates in its own local quarries. 
The cost comparison reflects these conditions 
as they existed. No adjustment was made on 
the basis of assuming common sources of 
aggregates or other materials. 

4. The several jobs studied were reasonably 
typical with respect to terrain and general 
nature of the work. 

5. Identical cost-keeping procedures were 
employed on each of the five jobs. All field 
data were obtained by Bureau of Public Roads’ 
personnel. They kept a daily record of the 
time spent by each employee and each unit of 
equipment on each work item. The con- 
tractors and the State made all of their records 
available to study personnel. 

6. For purposes of this cost comparison, 4 
uniform schedule of depreciation rates was 
applied to each job, contract and force ac- 
count. Separate rates were established for 
each major class of equipment. These rates 
were then applied to the original purchase 
price for the period that the equipment was 
onthe job. The depreciation, thus computed, 
was distributed according to working time 
spent on each operation performed. 

7. In the case of contractors, time and one- 
half was paid any hourly personnel for work 
in excess of 40 hours per week. State em- 
ployees paid on an hourly basis did not work 
any hours over the scheduled 55 per week 
and no overtime was paid for hours worked 
in excess of 40 per week. The retroactive pay 
increase granted State employees near, the 
close of this study has not been included in 
the cost data developed in this article. 
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Table 1.—Example for a single bid item (grading on a mileage basis) showing typical 
manner in which labor expense and equipment time were kept by work accounts 

































































Work accounts 
Grading | Clearing 
Cost element on a mile-| and grub-| Common | Rock | Drilling | guia. — Total 
age basis, | bing with-| excava- | excava- and ing fill for 
undistri- | in right- tion tion | blasting | ‘™® traffic 
buted of-way 
LaBow EXPENSE 
DI, Sieh ay s-- oes $2, 492. 23 | $4,254.19 | $1,053.40 |..-._.--- $673. 38 | $616.10 | $163.11 , 252. 41 
Equipment operation.-...---.- 67. 64 561.96 | 5,608.91 | $442.29 156.15 | 227.24 | 259.37) 7,323.56 
Equipment maintenance and 
repa SR ES 27. 90 89. 83 1, 553. 60 91. 83 88. 10 37. 86 58. 89 1, 948. 01 
Liability and compensation 
0 104. 69 305. 60 311. 16 17.97 46. 74 48. 59 19. 23 853. 98 
Social security payments------ 64. 80 122. 85 205. 73 13. 38 22. 98 22. 07 12. 05 463. 86 
Leave and holiday charges---._ 72. 72 137. 86 230. 87 15. 01 25. 79 24. 76 13. 53 520. 54 
2 ER PR SAAS ES | Se OES 2, 829.98 | 5,472.29 | 8, 963. 67 580. 48 | 1,013.14 | 976.62 | 526.18 | 20, 362.36 
EQUIPMENT TIME—NET WORKING Hours 
Crm IR ass eee on cca 74.1 573.9 161.1 29.3 67.1 7.1 912.6 
Scraper, self propelled-_._.---.- ae eet 557.7 20.0 NS i 3.3 596. 3 
Wotan Gretna 55 wage s- do $i dct ois -nsdsesche et aoaiheeainnnlsss 11.6 12.4 96. 6 1,112.9 
Shovels, draglines, and back- 
pt S34 FS Bae ed ED PN 1.3 67.3 MOT ro accculecwecen cotlaauwatucriveneasace 235. 5 
DE oneecornaticn 9.5 161.9 yf Sea ef RS: eee 365. 6 
EG e CRUEII NU CII To ons mse fin Src oe nn locunemesaeclecsowesne 4.7 | 7 eee 14,7 
NE Cee Sey Ee ee | eee ees CETL SE ey Lee, Saree |> SA eeRene (wee ee  ' 2 er 13.3 
ek Sa, eae A ee | ee 121.8 . £ ) ees 143. 2 
i. ERED BS he eae «OD | eter eens ASCE eoeersee: 1B. 8 liven ncwoclondatns Mabie Gaaee leh isactes 12.5 























8. Any expense on a unit of equipment dur- 
ing its retention on the job was handled as a 
project cost. 

9. Final costs which were developed for 
both the State and the contractors include an 
allowance for interest on invested capital. 
No allowance was made for any profit on the 
contract. The cost figures, of course, contain 
each job’s on-project overhead and a pro rata 
share of off-project overhead expense, includ- 
ing salaries and expenses of management 
personnel. (A $7,500 annual salary rate was 
allowed for the owners of unincorporated 
contractor organizations in determining man- 
agement expense.) 


Bid Items and Work Accounts 


The principal items involved in the esti- 
mates, bids, and payments on the cost study 
projects were as follows: 


Bid item Unit 
Grading on a mileage basis. Lump sum cost per mile. 
Drainage ditch excavation.. Cubic yards (outside of the 


typical roadway section). 
Excavation, borrow ------ - Cubic yards. 
Base quatee.i2i. 22.52... Cubic yards, in place. 
Bituminous surface treat- Square yards. 
ment, 
Culvert. iis... << ~~. <-uinus Lineal feet, by individual 
sizes of each type. 


At the outset of the cost study, it was de- 
termined that additional breakdowns would be 
needed for several of the bid items, particu- 
larly in those cases where an item was bid as 
a lump sum or where certain variables, such 
as haul distance, might account for measur- 
able differences in costs between jobs. Each 
bid item was therefore subdivided to the ex- 
tent necessary to show these differences. 
These breakdowns are called ‘work accounts.” 

For example, one of the bid items on each 


of the jobs was “grading on a mileage basis.” 


This particular item was, in effect, a lump sum 
cost per mile, and included clearing and grub- 
bing. There was also some clearing and 
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grubbing for borrow pits, material pits, drain- 
age ditches, and other areas outside the typi- 
cal cross section that was handled by separate 
bid items. For the purpose of the cost study, 
therefore, this lump sum grading item was 
broken down into several work accounts as 
shown in table 1. 

Table 1 is not complete; it simply illustrates 
the manner in which the work accounts were 
set up. The upper half of the table shows 
typical entries for the labor expense elements. 
These entries were processed from the daily 
time records kept by study personnel for each 
man who worked on the grading item at any 
time during the course of the job. The lower 
half of the table shows the working time, by 
classes of equipment, summarized from daily 
time records kept on each individual unit of 
equipment. Similar breakdowns were made 
showing charges to each work account for ma- 
terials, supplies, services, taxes, depreciation, 
and so on. 

Study personnel also made field measure- 
ments of the quantities of work performed on 
each work account. In the case of grading on 
a mileage basis, measurements were made of 
clearing and grubbing, cubic yards of common 
excavation, and cubic yards of rock excava- 
tion involved in this one item. By such 
means, the costs and corresponding quantities 


for any work account could be segregated or 
grouped in various ways to show the prin- 
cipal cost differences between jobs. 

To determine the relative costs of doing work 
by either of the two construction methods, 
contract or force account, a common base of 
reference was established. This was done by 
setting up a hypothetical composite job con- 
sisting of typical quantities for the principal 
work accounts. The relative costs of con- 
struction were then determined by applying 
average unit costs for the two methods to the 
quantities in the composite job. 


Composite Job Cost, Unadjusted 


The assumed quantities for the principal 
work accounts of the composite job are as 
follews: 


Work account Quantity 
Clearing and grubbing---.-..__- 20 acres. 
eee, 85,000 cubic yards. 
Base course: 

ee ae 15,000 cubic yards, 

Hauliet . .ncccocecgvasacey 300,000 ton-miles, 

Manipulation. -.......... 80,000 square yards. 
Bituminous surface treatment__ 80,000 square yards. 
15-inch plain concrete pipe_-__.- 1,000 lineal feet. 
18-inch plain concrete pipe_____- 1,500 lineal feet. 
24-inch plain concrete pipe.__... 300 lineal feet. 


The above rounded quantities account for 
over 90 percent of the work on a typical 
secondary road project of the types studied. 
Arithmetic averages of the final unit costs for 
each work account, shown separately for the 
State and contract jobs, are given in table 2. 

Application of these unit costs to the quan- 
tities for the composite job gives the following 
totals: 


Total cost of composite job, using State’s aver- 


CG WE nc os cote cn ceamnehetanngtn $139, 905 
Total cost of composite job, using contractors’ 
average unit costs, and excluding profit_..._. 134, 572 


Because of the differing unit costs on the 
individual jobs, the difference of about 4 
percent in favor of contract work is not 
wholly conclusive. For example, when the 
separate unit costs for each of the five study 
projects are applied to the quantities for the 
composite job, it is found that the total cost 
of the State force jobs was $128,400 and 
$151,700, and the contract jobs ranged be- 
tween $131,600 and $137,800. 


Composite Job Cost, Adjusted 


The unit costs listed in table 2 represent 
actual study results, unadjusted for differing 
job conditions and for certain items of expense, 


Table 2.—Average unit costs for State and contract work for work accounts included in 
the composite job 





















Unit cost ! 
Work account 
State jobs Contract jobs 

OS ee ne a ee ee eae acre._| $687.00 $391. 00 
SD A eee See SS ee eee ee Cl, cubic yard... . 368 . 360 
Base course: 

Materials ?.___... 2. 13 1. 87 

Co .--ton-mile-. . 074 . 069 

Manipulation.-.........-- quare yard.- . 095 - 106 
I CIID SUI da ae knd emda dees nakocannsaeneccncnaneupasaane do . 292 . 367 
ee Ee eee ae ee eee ree ineal foot -- 2. 20 2.11 
I Rocce ca cawenbodan Saunt asuctaccnwahnunasaeorawee = 4.05 3.78 
SEI ee Ce Io oan oss nwa ce in ccivtbicn st -~-cnncncsacscusccowsuce Bice 5.00 5.94 

















1 Arithmetic averages. 2 On trucks at loading site. 





Fill being built on new location to bridge abutment in background. 





Roller used for compacting sand base. 


such as taxes, which are borne in varying 
amounts on force account and contract work. 
Certain of these conditions and items of 
expense can be readily evaluated, whereas 
others can only be approximated. For ex- 
ample, the tax on gasoline can be precisely 
determined as can the amount of the wage 
differential between the jobs. In the latter 
case, however, there is no direct method of 
measuring the effect of the wage differential 
on labor productivity. 

There is the problem, too, of the compound- 
ing effect of a series of adjustments. An 
adjustment in dollar amounts of one account, 
such as that involved in equalizing haul dis- 
tances, will affect dollar amounts of such cost 
elements as tax payments and interest on the 
investment. No attempt has been made in 
this article to analyze these interrelationships. 
Rather, each adjustment has been computed 
separately so as to show its particular total 
dollar amount that is included in the original 
unadjusted total cost of the composite job. 

Included in the costs of the composite job 
are certain taxes, fees, assessments, and con- 
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tributions which are incurred as direct and 
indirect expenses to varying degrees on State 
force and contract work. Theoretically these 
items may be viewed as costs which are borne, 
directly or indirectly, regardless of how the 
work is performed, whether by State forces or 
by contract. Hence, it is appropriate to make 
a comparison with all such determinable costs 





excluded. For this purpose, the cost ele- 
ments involved are divided into two groups. 


Group I items 


In Group I are those items of direct expense 
involving compulsory payments in the form of 
taxes, fees, and assessments. The rates and 
amounts of the payments will vary depending 
upon whether they are applicable to force 
account work or to contract work. Group I 
covers the following items: 

Taxes.—Sales, use, gasoline (State and 
Federal), lubricating oil, tires and tubes, 
automotive equipment and parts, property, 
communications, corporation franchise, in- 
tangibles, project, transportation, and income. 

Licenses, fees, and payments.—Labor lia- 
bility and compensation, social security, per- 
formance surety bond, project plans, licensing 
board fee, bidding license, and motor-vehicle 
license. 

In the evaluation of these items the various 
job costs were analyzed to the extent necessary 
to depict the actual differences involved. For 
example, the State crushed most of its aggre- 
gate with benefit of tax exemption. On the 
contract jobs, therefore, a study was made of 
all payments to commercial producers of 
aggregate to determine the amounts of taxes 
and fees therein. Likewise, hauling of base 
course and other materials was performed by 
the State with the benefit of certain tax ex- 
emptions. Accordingly, investigations were 
made of all payments by the State and the 
contractor to hired haulers, except railroads, 
to determine the amount of taxes and fees 
involved. Rental payments for equipment 
were similarly checked. 

The amount of the Group I items ranged 
from 0.2 to 0.9 percent of the total cost on the 
two State jobs and from 7.9 to 11.3 percent on 
the three contract jobs. Table 3 shows the 
percentages applicable to the individual work 
accounts which comprise the composite job. 

Total costs of the Group I items in the 
composite job, obtained by application of the 
respective percentages shown in table 3 to the 
cost of each work account, are as follows: 


Using State’s costs.........-.-- BE EL eRe ee 
Using comirectorn? O00t8. qc siccascncesaces-sese 12, 885 


With Group I items excluded, the apparent 
cost advantage is substantially in favor of the 
contractors’ operations. On an individual job 
basis, each of the three contract jobs shows a 
lower cost than for either of the two State jobs. 


Table 3.—Group I (taxes, fees, and assessments) and Group II (insurance and labor benefits) 
items expressed as a percentage of the total cost of individual work accounts in the 


composite job 

















| Group I items! Group II items ! 
| 
Work account 
| State jobs | Contract jobs | State jobs | Contract jobs 
Percent Percent Percent Percent 
Pn ON... secs haa. ic ic heck cnn 0.35 7.43 2. 51 17 
Excavation........... eedinhitaasnadwaediledsss abeaudbaasi .43 5. 53 4.18 1.37 
Base course: 
Ee ae eee. | See es a eee .17 11.07 1. 87 1.09 
PE tasacdéntneenhsnekwancanantineeel § xinsii oF 1.41 14. 63 2. 21 2.27 
II Go Lemtinds sk Gg daeetnavebdodenpeshumas 1.61 8.44 3.93 2.05 
Bituminous surface treatment. ---..............--------..--- . 56 11.19 1.37 1.43 
15-inch plain concrete pipe..._._.......-.--......-.......- .16 4.42 1. 54 1.18 
18-inch plain concrete pipe... ........-...-.......-.-.-..--.- 1.34 5. 27 1. 96 1,44 
24-inch plain concrete pipe...................-........-....- 1.34 4.79 1.51 1. 25 




















1 Arithmetic averages. 
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Spreading mat stone over asphalt. 





Group II items 


Included in Group II are those items of 
expense involving optional or discretionary 
payments in the form of insurance and labor 
benefits. These differ from the items in 
Group I in that they fall, to some extent, 
within the purview of the State or contractor 
as a matter of management policy. Following 
are the items included in Group IT: (1) Public 
liability payments or insurance premiums; 
(2) contributions to employee retirement 
funds; and (3) compensation for annual leave, 
sick leave, and holidays. 

The State does not carry public liability 
insurance, but expenses are nevertheless in- 
curred through cash payments for liability 
claims. There is a statutory limit of litigious 
liability in the case of the State of $8,000 per 
claim. The contractor, on the other hand, 
has no such protection and is rarely in a posi- 
tion to be self-insured. Thus, he usually 
elects to obtain sufficient protection from insur- 
ance companies. 

Expenses to the contractors for items 2 and 
3 vary to a marked degree between different 
organizations and the amounts involved are 
usually determined by the respective manage- 
ments. Expenses by the State for items 2 
and 3 are established by enabling provisions 
of current civil service regulations. Thus, in 
the case of the State, these expenses might 
not be viewed as optional or discretionary. 
However, they are so considered herein to 
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Applying asphalt to seal stone, followed by trucks pulling drag brooms. 


enable uniformity of treatment with compa- 
rable items by the contractor. 

Group II items amount to about 2.2 percent 
of the total project cost on the State jobs and 
1.5 percent on the contract jobs. Much of 
the difference is due to the lower employer 
contributions and labor benefits on the con- 
tractors’ jobs. This difference, however, is 
more than offset by the higher wages paid on 
the contractors’ jobs. Effects of wage differ- 
entials are discussed later. 

The percentages of the total cost of partic- 
ular work accounts in the composite job repre- 
sented by Group II items are shown in table 3. 

Total costs of the Group II items in the 
composite job obtained by application of 
these percentages to the cost of each work 
account, are as follows: 


EEE aN ero ene ae $3, 5385 
WEE COUNT CONE eccccccnncuesnsesicecces 2, 087 


In this instance, the deduction of Group II 
items from the cests of the composite job 
would reduce the margin in favor of the 
contractors. 


Wage rate differential 


The average hourly wage rate on the con- 
tract jobs was about $1.23. This compares 
with an average of $0.975 on the State jobs. 
Since about 21 percent of the cost of the com- 
posite job, using contractors’ costs, repre- 
sented wages paid directly by the contractor, 
the contractors’ job costs would have been 


reduced by about $5,860 by paying at the 
hourly rate prevailing on the State jobs. 
Included in this $5,860 is approximately 
$1,200 representing personal income taxes 
(State and Federal) that would have been 
paid out of this wage earning increment. 

Certain employer contributions and other 
benefits to labor are associated with wage 
earnings. Had the wages been reduced on 
contractors’ work in the amount of the afore- 
mentioned $5,860, the corresponding benefits 
would have been reduced by about $580. 
This amount is in addition to the $5,860. 

In summary, the additional costs borne by 
the contractors on the composite job which 
are attributable to the wage rate differential 
are as follows: 





OO SNe onc... an Souk enetines $4, 660 
Personal income taxes-................-..-....-. 1, 200 
Teaibae Wei ck i ad awdinadiencccisneanice 580 

ON xia ibs sat came eee 6, 440 


This is a substantial amount the deletion 
of which favors the contractor. However, 
the extent to which labor productivity or 
other job factors might be affected by this 
hypothetical adjustment for wage rate differ- 
ential was not determined. 

Length of haul 

There were certain differences in lengths of 
haul among the several jobs. On excavation 
it was determined that actual haul distances 
averaged about 90 feet more on the contract 
jobs than on the State jobs. ‘To compensate 
for this difference, an arnount of $0.005 per 
cubic yard was deducted from the cost of 
contract work on the composite job. The 
dollar amount’ is $425. 

For the base course, the average haul by 
the State and the contractor varied by such a 
minor distance that no adjustment was war- 
ranted. 

In the case of bituminous surface treat- 
ment, the surface aggregate was hauled by 
truck from State-owned local quarries to the 
State jobs; by truck from local commercial 
sources on two of the contract jobs; and by a 
combination of rail and truck on the remain- 
ing contract job. The longer hauls prevailed 
on the contract jobs. The cost of hauling 
this additional distance amounted to about 
$0.023 per square yard of bituminous surface 
treatment. The dollar amount of this reduc- 
tion on the contractors’ cost of the composite 
job is $1,840. 

The effect of the foregoing adjustments for 
haul lengths is to reduce the contractors’ cost 
in each instance. The total reduction in the 
cost of the composite job, using contractors’ 
costs, is $2,265. This consists of $425 for 
excavation and $1,840 for surface aggregate. 


Base course materials 

There were wide differences in practices 
for procuring base course materials that war- 
ant consideration. On the State jobs, base 
course materials were obtained from State- 
owned and operated quarries and pits in the 
vicinity of the projects. For the contract 
jobs, crushed rock was obtained from com- 
mercial sources on one project and hauled by 
truck; commercially produced soil was shipped 
in by rail on another; and on the last contract 
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Table 4.—Effect of certain cost variables on total cost of composite job 














Amount of variable | Total cost of composite job, after de- 
in composite job ! ducting the amount of the variable 
Nature of variable Difference, 
vor 0 
State Contract State Contract contrac- 
tors 2 
Group I items (taxes, fees, afid assessments) -__...._...-- $908 | $12,885 | $138,997 | $121,687 | $17,310 
Group II items (insurance and labor benefits) STS 3, 535 2, 087 136, 370 132, 485 3, 885 
WI IIe cece cd iccenecen cc jecbe esl cweend 6, 440 139, 905 128, 132 11, 773 
cs Gatcnddnanesddasenevel  adited 2, 265 139, 905 132, 307 7, 598 
thas itt sretls Satay tes eapshas dS igurinearte apne c niet 31, 950 28, 050 107, 955 106, 522 1, 433 
Ses on State’s investment...........-...------------ ye Se eee te 137, 520 134, 572 2, 948 























1 Amounts are not additive 


2 Includes the initially eumputed cost differential of $5,333 in favor of the contractors. 


job, soil was obtained by the contractor in 
local pits adjacent to the project. 


There are several alternatives that would 
have materially affected the cost comparison. 
For example, the State could have elected to 
furnish materials to the contractor; on the 
other hand, the State could have elected to 
purchase either rock or soil from commercial 
sources. Any attempt to equalize the vary- 
ing practices by computing probable costs 
for any one or a combination of these alter- 
natives would require many assumptions that 
could not be supported by actual field data. 


In view of these variables with respect to 
the base course item, it is likely that the most 
valid comparison would be that in which the 
cost of base course materials is eliminated. 
For the composite job, the cost of these ma- 
terials was $31,950 using State’s prices and 
$28,050 using contractors’ prices. Elimina- 
tion of these costs would tend to reduce the 
margin in favor of the contractors. 


Interest on equipment investment 


Whereas depreciation of equipment is an 
expense that must be met regardless of how the 
work is done, the matter of interest on the in- 
vestment in equipment is a point on which 
opinion may differ. For purposes of uniform- 
ity, interest charges were computed in similar 
fashion on both State and contract jobs during 
the course of the studies. The total costs of 
interest tended to be somewhat higher on the 
contract jobs. This was due, in part, to the 
contractors’ practice of keeping equipment on 
the job for somewhat longer periods of time. 
(On the State jobs, it was common practice 
to move idle or standby equipment off the 
job and put it to use on other nearby con- 
struction and maintenance work in the dis- 
trict.) Expressed as a percentage of the total 
costs of the composite job, interest costs were 
1.6 percent on State work and 1.8 percent on 
contract work. By applying these per- 
centages to the costs of the composite job on 
State work ($139,905) and on contract work 


($134,572) the following amounts are derived 
for interest on investment in equipment: 

OE BORIO COE. nn vc cnwinngd insert $2, 385 

PRE IO QUE. oo. iencdccqusessonsees 2, 422 

It is generally recognized that interest on 
the investment is a proper cost of contractors’ 
work. From the standpoint of comparative 
economic cost, it is also a proper cost of State 
force work. However, it is a cost for which a 
public agency seeks no return and one which 
would not be met by actual cash transactions 
in case of State work. Hence, there is some 
basis for excluding this item of expense from 
the State’s total costs. 


Other variables 


There were other variables. Some were of 
minor importance with respect to their effect 
on costs; others could not be readily evaluated. 
A few are as follows: 

1. Maintenance of public traffic—For the 
composite job, this expense amounted to $384 
on State work and $320 on contract work. 

2. Moving in and moving out.—For the com- 
posite job, this expense amounted to $1,088 on 
State work and $1,469 on contract work. 
Ordinarily it might be expected that this differ- 
ence would be much greater. However, two 
of the contractors had permanent headquarters 
in the immediate vicinity of the projects. 
The other was about 100 miles distant. The 
State’s expense was increased somewhat by the 
practice of frequently moving its equipment 
on and off the job to meet fluctuating re- 
quirements on other construction and main- 
tenance work in the district. The contractors 
did not move their equipment quite so often. 

3. Age of equipment.—The average age of 
trucks, for example, was about the same on 
three of the five jobs studied, one contract 
and two State jobs. It was about twice as 
great on one of the other contract jobs. On 
the third contract job, age data for trucks 
were not available. 

4. Size of equipment.—The size of compa- 
rable units was about the same on all jobs. 





There were certain exceptions, such as scrapers 
on the contract jobs which averaged about 30 
percent larger than those used by the State. 

5. Major delays.—Delays of 15 minutes or 
more in duration with weather excluded were 
about the same on both the State and the 
contract jobs. 

6. Minor delays.—Delays of less than 15 
minutes each in duration were slightly greater 
on the State jobs. 


Cost Comparison Summary of Com- 
posite Job 


As previously stated, the initial computation 
of total costs of the composite job shows the 
following: 

Total cost of composite job, using State’s aver- 
WG BOI ts a ncn pe tom ninesneeaoene $139, 905 
Total cost of composite job, using contractors’ 
average unit costs and excluding profit__..___ 
Initially computed cost differential, in favor of 


ey | CRED, Rtn) Medel LS Raines Nal om AES 5, 333 


The total costs and the differential will vary 
depending on the adjustments that may be 
made to show the effect of individual cost 
elements. The principal adjustments are 
listed in table 4. In the cases of the Group I 
items, the wage rate differential, and the haul 
distance differential, the adjustments result in 
increases in the original spread of $5,333 
between the costs of the composite jobs. In 
the other three instances listed in the table, 
the adjustments decrease the original spread 
but in no case is any one adjustment sufficient 
to overcome it completely. 

With the exception of Group I and II items 
and interest, the variables listed in table 4 are 
not wholly additive. Each has been sepa- 
rately computed on the basis of its amount in 
the initially developed total cost of the com- 
posite job. There are, for example, Group I 
and Group II items involved in adjustments 
for wage differential, and all three together 
with interest are involved to a certain extent 
in the haul distance differential and base 
course materials. 

A more refined analysis could be developed 
to show the net and cumulative effects of each 
of these variables and also give an indication 
of the amount of other cost variables which 
are not herein itemized or evaluated. Such 
computations would not, however, be suffi- 
ciently weighted in favor of State work to 
alter the finding that, exclusive of profit, 
contract work was performed at a lower con- 
struction cost than State force work on the 
five jobs studied. This finding is limited 
solely to the circumstances herein reported. 
No attempt was made in this particular study 
to determine whether or to what extent con- 
tract or State force work was the more 
economic in all phases. 





Motor-Vehicle Size and Weight Limits 


A comparison of State legal limits of motor- 
vehicle sizes and weights with standards 
recommended by the American Association of 
State Highway Officials is given in a table on 
pages 54-55. The statutory limits reported 
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in this tabulation, prepared by the Bureau of 
Public Roads as of July 1, 1956, have been 
reviewed for accuracy by the appropriate 
State officials. 

Statutory limits are shown for width, 





height, and length of vehicles; number of 
towed units; maximum axle loads for single 
and tandem axles; and maximum gross weights 
for single-unit trucks, truck-tractor semi- 
trailer combinations, and other combinations. 
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The following publications are sold by the Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington 25, D. C. Orders should be 
sent direct to the Superintendent of Documents. Prepayment is required. 


ANNUAL REPORTS 


Work of the Public Roads Administration: 
1941, 15 cents. 1948, 20 cents. 
1942, 10 cents. 1949, 25 cents. 
Public Roads Administration Annual Reports: 
1943; 1944; 1945; 1946; 1947. 
(Free from Bureau of Public Roads) 
Annual Reports of the Bureau of Public Roads: 
1950, 25 cents. 1952, 25 cents. 1954 (out of print). 
1951, 35 cents. 1953, 25 cents. 1955, 25 cents. 


PUBLICATIONS 


Bibliography of Highway Planning Reports (1950). 30 cents. 
Braking Performance of Motor Vehicles (1954). 55 cents. 
Construction of Private Driveways, No. 272MP (1937). 15 cents. 
Criteria for Prestressed Concrete Bridges (1954). 15 cents. 
Design Capacity Charts for Signalized Street and Highway Inter- 
sections (reprint from Pusiic Roaps, Feb. 1951). 25 cents 

Electrical Equipment on Movable Bridges, No. 265T (1931). 40 
cents. 

Factual Discussion of Motortruck Operation, Regulation, and 
Taxation (1951). 30 cents. 

Federal Legislation and Regulations Relating to Highway Con- 
struction (1948). Out of print. 

Financing of Highways by Counties and Local Rural Govern- 
ments: 1931-41, 45 cents; 1942-51, 75 cents. 

General Location of the National System of Interstate Highways, 
Including All Additional Routes at Urban Areas Designated in 
September 1955. 55 cents. 

Highway Bond Calculations (1936). 10 cents. 

Highway Bridge Location No. 1486D (1927). 15 cents. 

Highway Capacity Manual (1950). $1.00. 

Highway Needs of the National Defense, House Document No. 
249 (1949). 50 cents. 

Highway Practice in the United States of America (1949). 75 
cents. 

Highway Statistics (annual): 

1945 (out of print). 1949, 55 cents. 

1946, 50 cents. 1950 (out of print). 

1947, 45 cents. 1951, 60 cents. 

1948, 65 cents. 1952, 75 cents. 
Highway Statistics, Summary to 1945. 40 cents. 
Highways in the United States, nontechnical (1954). 20 cents. 
Highways of History (1939). 25 cents. 

Identification of Rock Types (reprint from Pusiic Roars, June 
1950). 15 cents. 

Interregional Highways, House Document No. 379 (1944). 75 
cents. 

Legal Aspects of Controlling Highway Access (1945). 15 cents. 

Local Rural Road Problem (1950). 20 cents. 

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and High- 
vays (1948) (including 1954 revisions supplement). $1.00. 

Revisions to the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 

for Streets and Highways (1954). Separate, 15 cents. 


1953, $1.00. 
1954, 75 cents. 


PUBLICATIONS (Continued) 


Mathematical Theory of Vibration in Suspension Bridges (1950), 
$1.25. 

Model Traffic Ordinance (revised 1953). Out of print. 

Needs of the Highway Systems, 1955-84, House Document No. 
120 (1955). 15 cents. 

Opportunities in the Bureau of Public Roads for Young Engineers 
(1955). 25 cents. 
Principles of Highway Construction as Applied to Airports, Flight 
Strips, and Other Landing Areas for Aircraft (1943). $2.00. 
Progress and Feasibility of Toll Roads and Their Relation to the 
Federal-Aid Program, House Document No. 139 (1955). 15 
cents. 

Public Control of Highway Access and Roadside Development 
(1947). 35 cents. 

Public Land Acquisition for Highway Purposes (1943). 10 cents. 

Public Utility Relocation Incident to Highway Improvement, 
House Document No. 127 (1955). 25 cents. 

Results of Physical Tests of Road-Building Aggregate (1953). 
$1.00. 

Roadside Improvement, No. 191MP (1934). 10 cents. 

Selected Bibliography on Highway Finance (1951). 60 cents. 

Specifications for Construction of Roads and Bridges in National 
Forests and National Parks, FP—41 (1948). $1.50. 

Standard Plans for Highway Bridge Superstructures (1953). 
$1.25. 

Taxation of Motor Vehicles in 19382. 35 cents. 

Tire Wear and Tire Failures on Various Road Surfaces (1943). 
10 cents. 

Transition Curves for Highways (1940). $1.75. 


MAPS 


State Transportation Map series (available for 39 States). Uni- 
form sheets 26 by 36 inches, scale 1 inch equals 4 miles. Shows 
in colors Federal-aid and State highways with surface types, 
principal connecting roads, railroads, airports, waterways, 
National and State forests, parks, and other reservations. 
Prices and number of sheets for each State vary—see Superin- 
tendent of Documents price list 53. 

United States System of Numbered Highways. 28 by 42 inches, 
scale 1 inch equals 78 miles. 20 cents. 
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Bibliography on Automobile Parking in the United States (1946). 
Bibliography on Highway Lighting (1937). 

Bibliography on Highway Safety (1938). 

Bibliography on Land Acquisition for Public Roads (1947). 
Bibliography on Roadside Control (1949). 

Express Highways in the United States: a Bibliography (1945). 
Indexes to Pustic Roaps, volumes 17-19 and 23. 

Title Sheets for Pusttc Roaps, volumes 24-28. 
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DIVISION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS (GPO) 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 
OFFICIAL BUSINESS — 
If you do not desire to continue to receive 
this publication, please cHEcK HERE ([]; 
tear off this label and return it to the above 
address. Your name will then be promptly 
removed from the appropriate mailing list. 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE - BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 
STATUS OF FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY PROGRAM 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1956 
(Thousand Dollars) 
ae oa I PT sd i Reet ts. et ee is = 
STATE a JALANCES./ | PROGRAMMED ONLY ééienperiae oe ae iieeny CONSTRUCTION UNDER WAY | TOTAL 
ia Se iies = eile | Se lS le | Se el | eS) el 
Alabama $26, 4he $14,910 $8,123 212.2 $5,370 $2,863 40.7 $46 ,628 $24,755 651.5 2908 $35,741 904.4 
Arizona 14,328 »288 3,225 72.0 2,356 1,724 34.1 11,321 9393 101.6 17,965 13,342 207.7 
ae 23,973 _15,734 eS 505.9 |_ __ 5,122 |__ 56.5.1. ; 66 a 
California 67,340 18,614 10,094 199.4 9,747 4,902 9.7 147,987 76,255 247.0 176,348 91,251 456.1 
Colorado 27,597 8,408 4,832 157.4 1,078 611 4.6 21,129 11,479 225.0 30,615 16,922 387.0 
a vom * 4,083 | Si) Ln Se 6,437 20.2 18,870 9,518 35..0 
Delaware 10,746 3,490 1,749 33-4 1,188 611 14.2 | 5,685 2,847 49.4 10,363 5,207 97.0 
Florida 2h,979 6,859 3,629 | 107.3! 13,779 7,101! 45.0 | 37,501 | 19,425 | 336.0 58,139 30,155 488.3 
— | __ 16,596 709.3 13,136 6,774 | 109.9 | 47,664 | 22,631 T18.6 93,41 46,001 | 1,597.8 
Idaho 16,652 4,680 3,010 | 108.3 2,860 1,892| 72.9 | 13,948 9, 204.9 21,488 13,946 386.1 
Illinois 61,677 34,818 18,233 619.1 17,862 9,003 83.8 | 101,527 54,716 625.4 154,207 81,952 | 1,328.3 
— ____ 48,451. 20,917 | | 90.4 | 15,951. 8,185 | 169.7 | 47,081 | 26,105 | 206.3 B49 45, 764 166 wit 
lowa 27,753 18,859 10,864 7579 4,959 2,773 78.4 31,020 16 4680 896.4 54,838 30,317 1,732.7 
Kansas 24,921 11,601 5,811 924.2 9,371 4,841} 161.2 28,505 14,787 818.4 49,477 25,439 | 1,903.7 
ety ___ 32,357 6,856 3,462 154.9 1,727 870 yi | 42,38 | 22.517 614.0 50,767 849 773.0 
Louisiana 21,59% 22,938 11,637 1505 3,982 1,998 9.0 42 , 396 20,771 372.2 69,316 34,406 456.7 
e 11,643 10,522 5,417 89.6 1,468 812 8.7 15,492 7,983 103.8 oT; 14,212 202.1 
nor 9,278 121.6 16,627 1,712 23.6 2.097 12,436 153.6 58,855 298.8 
Massachusetts 33,060 20,293 10,137 22.9 13,378 7,252 8.9 42,310 20,466 62.2 75,981 37,855 94.0 
Michigan k5 ,648 33,172 16,698 656.2 20,707 10,886 95.0 65,158 33,772 544.8 119,037 61,356 | 1,296.0 
elnepeete __h,qhg | 580.7 7,182 3,799 63.4 47,656 25,551 i. 63,970 34,099 | 2,173.8 
Mississippi 26,015 11,608 55733 463.0 5,078 2,889 115.3 25 486 12,907 769.7 42,172 21,529 1,348.0 
Missouri 35,681 20,361 10,509 | 1,103.3 6,553 3,490 12.9 78,428 40,941 | 1,469.5 105,342 54,940 2,585.7 
ee . 11,553 6,845 ok 4,301 2,612 Skil | 30,02 18,668 5h 45,896 799.9 
Nebraska 28,930 9,046 4,891 290.6 4,548 2,283 93.3 34,874 18,532 | 1,037.3 48,468 25,706 | 1,421.2 
Mevede ie 17,212 6,673 5 569 86.4 708 591 25.1 11,094 9,363 203.2 18,475 15,523 314.7 
toca 11,970 J 16.1 556 30k at 10,073 5,157 61.5 1 6,960 80.0 
New Jersey 39,937 12,629 ’ 54.8 6,972 3,064 17.3 35,352 17,086 45.8 54,952 26,476 117.9 
New Mexico 17,042 1,965 1,256 17.4 4,399 2,865 62.5 12,535 8,088 180.6 18, 12,209 260.5 
_— ___ 103,102 | 25,0h2 | 13, 0h0 2| 56,130! _ 30,505 97. | 234,332 | 122,018 324.5 315,503 154,563 507.8 
North Carolina 35,069 20,031 9,829 315.8 ? 1,498 68.4 57,819 28,424 780.3 814 39,751 1,164.5 
North Dakota 16,135 : 4,256 | 1,005.3 10,641 5,566 | 664.0 13,086 6,669 719.8 32,115 16,491 | 2,389.1 
aon te os Be 2___| 53,383 | 27,827 | __205.9 | ___52e2 | 90,204 | Lek, | 153,098 71.639 1.42 
Oklahoma 29,114 15,495 8,110 288.7| 13,874 7,153 | 183.4 | 41,017 21,203 392.3 70,386 36,466 864.4 
Cues 17,296 3, 2,2h7 71.9 848 507 6.2 29,136 17,912 278.9 33,789 20,666 357.0 
Fossayives 71,717 4h 177 23,418 ct. — | 47.0 | 127,986 64,072 382.1 194,474 98,625 | 
Rhode Island 8,218 1,987 4.7 1,609 810 1.0 18,964 9,795 28.2 22,560 11,599 33.9 
South Corolina 22,012 17,952 9,734 299.9 1,976 1,240 11.0 21,277 11,018 483.2 41,205 21,992 794.1 
ie cera ee 13,856 __| 15,695 | | 621.4 7,892 212.6 | 1 Be | 675. 41,882 24,134 | 1,509.4 
‘Tennessee 37,103 16,830 | 8,130 | 426.7 7,677 3,041 19.9 | 49,861 | 23,089 556.5 Th, 368 35,060 | 1,003.2 
Tense 73,648 15,577 | 8,068 | 345.2 17,310 9,423} 124.0 | 123,379 64,715 | 1,688.2 156,266 7206 | 2,157.4 
si eiBes ___ ens | 1,093 | _15.5_| | | 16,997 | 335.6 
Vermont 10,537. | ~—«:1,263 632 23.6 | 1,310 654 7.3 | 10,693 5,514 94.2 13,266 6,800 125.1 
— 31,027 17,574 9,302 304.3 | 7,920 4,158 100.1 | 33,103 16,477 | 340.2 58,597 29,937 Th 6 
eee cit a —t 14,198 - _|__17&.9 9,667 |_ __ 5,154 | 107.2 27,540 | s l |_ __ 28,083 | _5k2.4 
West Virginia 24,928 12,915 6,664 57.2 7,048 3,628| 21.3 | 16,737 8,ne2 | 53.3 36,700 18,714 131.8 
wee 34, O42 13,188 | 6,731 | 2h2.0 7,582 3,980 357 | 52,751 | 25,956 | 535.5 73,521 36 ,667 813.2 
. ... _—_—— ; — < Soe vie = | boo | __ <= me. | = _ 457.4 
Hawaii aan 3,623 3,416 1,698 | 9.8 4,101 1,981 3.8 | 3,972 2,001 4.2 11,489 5,680 17.8 
| 8,228 13,976 8,019 | 2.5 2,564 1,265 12) 7 3,785 “7 2h, Ly 13,069 4 
ao a | 6,605 | _ 2,658 — 18.7 | _ 3,438 | Ties SEN FARRIS 687 | 6.8 | 28,794 13,043 £2.71) 
’ | 
——— 1,491,708 731,527 | 388,763 23,341.% 403,712 | 212,945 | 3,295.4 12,121,344 |1,100, 60h |21,626.6 3,256,583 | 1,702,312 | 38,263. 
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/ Includes additional funds authorized by Federal-aid Highway Act of 1956 apportioned June 29, 1956. 


